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CHAIR PONTANILLA: Good morning, Members. The Public Works Committee is
now in session. At this time, I would like to introduce the Members that are here
this morning. Vice-Chairman Michael Molina, and Member Danny Mateo.
Excused are Member Carroll and Member Hokama.
This morning, Members, we do have four items on the agenda, and we'll take
each agenda item separately. I don't see anybody in the public-UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: " .{inaudible} ...
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Good morning, Mr. Hokama.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Good morning, Chairman.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: If there's no objections, I'll leave public testimony open for
now.
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COUNCIL MEMBERS VOICE NO OBJECTIONS
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Thank you. The first item on the agenda this morning is
PW-31, no parking on Rudolph Road, Molokai. This is a result of County
Communication No. 04-235 from the former Director of Public Works,
transmitting a proposed bill, "A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE AMENDING
SECTION 10.48.040, MAUl COUNTY CODE, PERTAINING TO
PROHIBITIONS ON STOPPING, STANDING AND PARKING ON CERTAIN
STREETS AND HIGHWAYS".
The purpose is to prohibit parking on both sides of Rudolph Road, Molokai, in
order to enhance safety and the impediment, impeded movement of emergency
vehicles.
Members, at this time, 1'd like to call on the Public Works Director to make some
statements.
MR. ARAKAW A: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. This item pertains to a proposed bill
prohibiting parking on most of Rudolph Road. This roadway is located in the
Kalae area on Molokai. The roadway has roughly 12-foot wide paved width with
landscaped shoulders, and there are no curbs, gutters or sidewalks along this
roadway. The right-of-way width itself is 20 feet.
Section 10.48.020 of the Maui County Code states that no person shall park any
vehicle upon a street or alley so as to leave available less than 10 feet for the free
movement of traffic. Automobiles which are parked within the right-of-way
would encroach upon a portion of the paved roadway and could present a
potential safety condition should movement of emergency vehicles be impeded.
I would like to note that the prohibition of street parking is proposed for all
frontages of Rudolph Road, except for a property designated as TMK 5-2-18
parcel 28, which is located at the corner of Rudolph Road and Kalama Road.
This particular property has dedicated a 12-foot wide road-widening strip to the
County, and basically the right-of-way along this segment would be wide enough
so that a prohibition of parking is not needed along this particular property itself.
And this is the reason that the distance is noted in the bill for an ordinance differ
between the north side and the south side of the street.
The proposed bill has been drafted, and your review and consideration of the
proposed bill is respectfully requested.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Thank you, Mr. Arakawa. Members, for your information, we
do have Captain Milton Matsuoka from Molokai if you do have any questions for
the Police Department. At this time, 1'd like to call on Member Mateo.
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COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Chairman, perhaps if the Captain can come down and
just speak in this regard, I guess because at this particular point, signs have gone
up on Rudolph Road indicating no parking. So perhaps if the Captain can clarify
the rationale in this particular area relative to safety.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Thank you. Captain Matsuoka.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Chairman, while we await the presence of the
Captain, is there some map that we can see? A diagram please?
MR. MATSUOKA: I have some right here. I made copies.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Thank you for the maps, Captain Matsuoka. So if you could
proceed, Captain
MR. MATSUOKA: Well, as far as the concerns, I know I've been there one time to take
a look at this because as I understand it, there's a, I guess an issue between two
different families that live on that roadway. And I took a look at it and there are
times when there are cars parked on the--if you're looking at the map, if you're
looking at Kalama Road is on the bottom part of the page, so you're turning it
sideways, and Rudolph Road goes up. There are times where possibly a fire truck
wouldn't be able to make it up there, but I think an ambulance would be able to
get up there. And I think that was one of the concerns one of the residents up
there that emergency services wouldn't be able to get up there.
But that's about the only thing that I can think of as far as safety is concerned.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Thank you. Member Mateo.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Thank you, Chairman. Captain, good morning. Analu
Road, does that share similar problems as Rudolph?
MR. MATSUOKA: Well, we haven't had any complaints on that side. Like I said, you
know, honestly the situation is between these two different residences on the road
that are on opposite sides of the road. One is below the other. I guess that's the
complaint that we've been receiving anyway from that. But no complaints that I
can, that I could find anyway on Analu Road and that would be my concern, too, I
guess, because it's a subdivision. If you're going to do it for the whole
subdivision or just for that one road, I guess.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Chairman, thank you very much. I think that would be,
you know, my own issue because both streets are primarily the same size. And if
we're going to do an ordinance, you know, relative to Rudolph, it just seems to be
we should be consistent because the road sizes are primarily the same. And, yes,
this might be complaint driven, but if complaint driven highlights a safety issue,
then, you know, maybe Public Works can comment to us on why we're only
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looking at Rudolph and not Analu, and whether or not, you know, the fact that
this is complaint driven, does, you know, kind of like force us into taking action
only on one street.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Mr. Director.
MR. ARAKAWA: Council member Mateo, as our correspondence is primarily, as
Captain Matsuoka mentioned, it's basically a complaint that we received as well
on Rudolph Road. And that prompted our request to implement the "no parking"
prohibition.
We can certainly check on Analu. It appears to be basically a very narrow road as
well, and we can take a look at bringing a separate bill if you like to the Council
for consideration.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Yeah, thank you. Thank you, Chairman.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Thank you, Mr. Arakawa. Members, any more questions for
either Captain Matsuoka or the Director.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Chairman.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Mr. Hokama.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Did you mention that signs are already up prohibiting
parking on this road?
CHAIR PONTANILLA: I understand that's-COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Or was it the Director that-CHAIR PONT ANILLA: --Member Mateo stated that the signs were already up.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: That is "no parking" signs?
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Yes.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA:
authorization?

So how does the, those signs go up before

CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Mr. Director.
MR. ARAKAWA: Council member Hokama, that actually is the first that I've heard of
it. If they have been erected, they were erected without my authorization at least.
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COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: I'm just curious because that's the, not relevant to this
application, Chairman, but, you know Lanai, Dole Park, public parking, Police
Department and courts going commandeer public parking stalls without my
understanding of how those things occurred, too. And I've been asked by my
community, how does those things occur? You know, I had always thought it was
Council action that made the final decision of these requests.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Mr. Hokama, you're right in regards to installing signs on
public highways that we need Council approval.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: May I ask Corporation Counsel a question?
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Sure, go ahead.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Is there something in the current Code that allows the
Department for public safety purposes to place this type of signs? I believe the
Captain mentioned the possibility of emergency equipment not having the ability
to access the roadway because of the parking situation.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Corporation Counsel.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA:
And while the Corporation Counsel
is ... (inaudible) ... Captain, have you ever been made, have you ever
experienced a call-out where you've known that emergency equipment has been
hampered by the ability to access this road area in the Kalae subdivision?
MR. MATSUOKA: Not, as far as there were couple of incidents where the ambulance
had to go up there, and I don't think they had any issue. But just that one time
and just realized that I went up there many months ago when I first heard about
this situation, and when I went up there, it looked like maybe a fire truck,
because, you know, much wider, would have had difficulty get up there. They
might have had to have people move their cars and stuff like that. But as far as
the ambulance at that time, I didn't see an issue, but, again, you know, you're
talking about if there was a fire up there, though.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: And that is with parking on both sides of the street or
just on one side?
MR. MATSUOKA: No, was just on one side, when I went up there. So but I'm thinking
that if there was cars parked on the other side, yeah, definitely there would have
been-COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: So currently we allow parking on both sides? I mean,
you know, if someone would park, it wouldn't be illegal at this time for them to
park there?
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MR. MATSUOKA: Not illegal, no. But now I, it's news to me, too, that there are signs
there now because when I went up there, there were no signs.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: There were no signs? Oh, okay. Maybe I can ask
Mr. Director if maybe his Department can check. If that's someone's personal
sign that they put and not a County sign that's one thing. You know, Chairman.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: I understand, yeah.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: But if it's a County sign, then I think the Director
needs to understand how County signs have popped up without authorization
from either the Director or the Department, per se.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Mr. Director.
MR. ARAKAWA: Councilmember Hokama, I can certainly ask our crew out there to go
check, and if it pleases the Committee, I can certainly report back to the
Committee on that.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Thank you.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Chairman.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Mr. Mateo followed by Mr. Molina.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Chairman, thank you. Just to add to the confusion, the
signs were erected based on an order that was like two years ago by Lloyd Lee at
the time, and the parking signs were on both sides of Rudolph Road.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: No parking signs?
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Yes.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Thank you. Mr. Molina.
VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: Thank you, Chairman. Maybe for either Captain Matsuoka or
Director Arakawa, have we had, it was mentioned that two residents I guess filed
the initial concern. Have we had any feedback from the other residents? Because
you know how people they're going to have a party every now and then and
there's going to be, you know, residents that do want to park on the other side of
the road. I mean, how has, how has this impacted the people on this street?
Looking at the map that was given to us, I think I see about 11 residents along this
Rudolph Road.
MR. MATSUOKA: Just to clarify, sorry if 1, maybe I misled you folks. It's just one
person that's complaining, but complaining about another residence. That's the
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one residence apparently they have a large family, they have a lot of vehicles that
are parked I would say about one-third way down. The person complaining is
almost at the top on the opposite side. But that one family has a lot of vehicles
that they park on one side, and I guess sometimes they must be parking on the
opposite side of the roadway also and that's the issue. So it's one person
complaining about actually one particular residence on the, on the roadway.
VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: Oh, okay. Has this matter, Mr. Arakawa, has this matter been
considered for I guess comments from the Traffic Council as well?
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Mr. Arakawa.
MR. ARAKAWA: No, we, we did not take it to the Traffic Safety Council. Basically, as
the Captain noted, we have also received just a complaint from one resident along
that street, and we just looked at basically what the Code would generally allow.
And we would want to have at least lD-foot of clear width, lO-feet of clear width.
And if you have parking on one side or both sides, it would not allow that in this
particular situation.
VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: Okay, thank you. Thank you.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Thank you, Mr. Molina. Members, any more questions for
Captain Matsuoka or Mr. Arakawa? I think we do have Corporation Counsel
need to respond to Mr. Hokama's question.
MS. YOUNG: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Section, Section
10.48 of the Maui County Code authorizes no parking, no parking on certain
roadways or portions thereof. And so this can only be done by ordinance or some
other means. Without knowing the history of this, it's difficult for us to answer,
but generally, we can speak generally. Generally, no parking provisions are done
by ordinance that are required to be passed by Council.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Thank you. Mr. Hokama.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Thank you for that response from Corporation
Counsel, Mr. Chairman. Just maybe for the Director or the Department, the
right-of-way under our Code is the responsibility of the property owner that fronts
it. Is that, is that a accurate understanding for us?
MR. ARAKAWA: Councilmember Hokama, the landscaped shoulder, this is the area
between the paved width and the property line, would be the responsibility of the
property owner to maintain.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Okay, so if it's 12 feet of the paved width, there's
more or less 4 feet on both sides of the paved area. Are we maintaining that
currently?
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MR. ARAKAWA: No, it's the property owner who does that.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Okay. Parking on the right-of-way is a concern for
you folks?
MR. ARAKAWA: If-COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: They're off the paved area.
MR. ARAKAWA: If there were sufficient room for emergency vehicles to traverse the
lane, then I think we would be okay with it. But in this particular case, there
would be basically 4 feet of shoulder on each side and if a car is parked, you can
generally assume a car would take up 6-COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Five feet?
MR. ARAKAWA: --6-COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Six feet?
MR. ARAKAWA: --7 feet, roughly, if you're talking about doors opening and, you
know, that sort of thing, then it would be partially on the paved area. So it, it is a
safety concern for us.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Okay. Okay, thank you for that response.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Thank you, Mr. Hokama. Thank you, Mr. Arakawa.
Members, any more questions? If not, the Chair would like to recommend that
the resolution, "A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 10.48-COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Chairman, excuse me. My apologies. Can I ask the
Captain a question please? It might help me out.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Go ahead.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Captain, we still have no overnight parking on
County, County roads currently that you folks enforce in residential areas?
MR. MATSUOKA: No, not that I know of because all the other subdivisions that we
have, I mean, we don't have any or we don't enforce any statute or ordinance like
that overnight parking.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Okay. Because at one time I recall in the Code, we
had a law that did not allow overnight parking on public streets, and I assume that
was residential because my own family had a family function. It was 3:00 a.m.,
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we were still there, still awake and we received a ticket for overnight parking. So
I was just curious if that ordinance is still on the books.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Mr. Arakawa.
MR. ARAKA W A: Mr. Chair, that ordinance is still on the books.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: So the Police can already enforce that part of the
Code, Corporation Counsel?
MS. YOUNG: Thank you, Member Hokama. Under Section 10.48.110 of the Maui
County Code, you cannot park on the roadway, on a County roadway for a period
of time longer than 60 minutes, between the hours of 2:00 a.m. and 6:00 a.m.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Okay, right-of-way is considered County roadway?
MS. YOUNG: I believe so, yes. And the only, the only exception would be, of course,
for emergency vehicles, and that's provided for in that Section.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Okay.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Mr. Hokama.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: So with the complaint, the Police can already cite
violation? I'm assuming these cars are there overnight by the complaint. Would
that be a good understanding?
MR. MATSUOKA: Well, I haven't, I guess if it's between 2:00 a.m. to 6:00 a.m., we
haven't had any complaint that I know of during those times, though. So ... and
I know we haven't had any, anyone cited for something like that for a while.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Okay, thank you, Captain.
Thank you for allowing me to refresh my memory.

Chairman, I'm done.

CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Thank you, Mr. Hokama. Mr. Mateo.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Chairman, thank you very much and my apologies.
Before your, before your recommendation, Chair, I think I would just like to make
reL., you know, I guess ask ... parking has been going on on this street since the
early inception, yeah. So we have virtually generations of family members living
in this particular area that have always parked along this streetside. The, with,
with this particular action, you know, pending before us today, you know, take a
look at the street and the lot sizes, yeah. It's not, it's not that large. So my issue
or my concern would be where do the family members, yeah, where would they
park other than where they have been, perhaps, on the streets ide. And on our
particular island, in particular, we have a lot of family parties, and streets like, not
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only this Rudolph, but, you know, the neighboring street as well. You know, it
seems I have my own concerns about limitations when we have our family
gatherings or family opportunities to meet when parking becomes restrictive as
this because take a look at the street. Where else would parking be available?
And there's virtually no where.
So I do have my own concerns with a complaint-driven action that can, in fact,
hinder activities or family gatherings within this whole area. So I don't know if
what we're doing at this particular point really is the right thing, other than deal
with the Department and ask them to do an enforcement that would not be
restrictive to people who live there not being able to park in their, you know, the
area right in front of their home because of the limited space that's available to
the vehicles.
So, Chairman, I thank you very much for the opportunity, and I just needed to
share that comment.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Okay, thank you. Mr. Arakawa you got any response?
MR. ARAKA W A: Mr. Chair, I believe Councilmember Mateo does bring up a good
point. Our, our motivation, basically, for proposing the ordinance, as was
mentioned, is basically a complaint. It's basically a complaint-driven issue, and it
basically boils down to a policy call. And, in our case, what we're basically
recommending is that we should err on the side of safety because there are safety
concerns if emergency vehicles cannot access the lot. And basically that's our
proposal to the Committee.
We are aware that this is an area of fairly small lots, and it will impact the
residents, as far as parking on the street.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: I have a question for Corporation Counsel. What will be the
implication for liability on the County?
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Chairman, there will be if emergency vehicle cannot
access in response-CHAIR PONT ANILLA: If the vehicle cannot access in response.
MS. YOUNG: It's pretty tough for us to, to opine as to liability without knowing the
circumstances. There is a provision in the Code that Director Arakawa cited to,
which is 10.48.020, which requires that the County, that parking shall be
restricted so that you can leave no less than 10 feet of width available for free
movement of traffic, including, of course, emergency vehicles. You know, it is
difficult for us to opine.
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I don't think that if, if Council chose not to pass this ordinance, to pass this bill, I
don't think that that's per se a negligent act by itself. So, you know, I don't know
if that answers your question, but, you know, I don't think, I don't think that
necessarily opens up the County to liability. You know, I think, you know, I
think that's a discretionary decision on your part, and it's hard for us to opine
definitively without knowing more facts at this point.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Mr. Mateo. Thank you, Corporation Counsel for that response.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO:
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
And just
continue ... {inaudible} ... We've heard from the Captain that at this particular
point, the ambulance can have, you know, easier access becau ... , you know, on
this narrow roadway, but it might be difficult for the fire truck to get through this
area. So us knowing that a fire truck might have difficulty in getting or accessing
this particular street, we are still, matter of liability, still is not one that we need to
deal with.
MS. YOUNG: Well, putting it in that, in those terms, this is, this is our roadway. I
would preface it by this is our roadway, and so if there's inadequate access and
one was injured or, or their injury were exasperated because emergency vehicles
were not able to, to access that property, then, you know, whether or not they
would bring suits, you know, they could probably make a claim against the
County. Whether or not they would prevail in that claim, you know, is dependent
on the facts. But becau ... , you know, it is our roadway, and they would probably
be able to at least sustain a claim. We do have some involvement in that area
being that it is our roadway, so-COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Okay, thank you. And, Mr. Chair, may I ask Public
Works?
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Go ahead.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Thank you. So, Public Works, in your review of this
particular area, did you have the opportunity of touching bases with the Fire
Department in getting their feedback insofar as accessibility and their concerns
regarding the narrowness of this particular street?
MR. ARAKAWA: I personally did not, and I don't believe our staff did, but like I was
mentioning to the Committee earlier, basically we're just looking at the provisions
of the Code itself as far as clear width that generally is required. And we felt it
was a safety concern that's what brought forward the proposed bill.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Thank you. Thank you, Chairman.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA:
Mr. Molina.

Thank you, Mr. Mateo.

Members, any more questions?
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VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: Yeah, thank you, Chairman. Quick question for Corporation
Counsel. With this type of legislation, could homeowners benefit from their
homeowners' insurance because we're making it safer now through legislation?
It'll be like sort of adding a fire station in a community. You know how our
homeowners' rates may drop, could they benefit in some way from this type of
legislation? Because now that we're, I guess the sacrifice is they're going to lose
parking, but now as a sort of tradeoff, can they possibly benefit from the
homeowners' insurance with this legislation that's being proposed?
MS. YOUNG: I'm not sure. Homeowners could talk to their insurance company. The, it
would depend on what their insurance companies provided for, what insurance
companies provide as things that they deduct from the rate.
VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: And I bring that up because for years the roads have been, you
know, this width, and it might be considered substandard by today, today's I
guess criteria. Whereas, years ago it was not looked at that way. But now you
got bigger emergency vehicles coming on line, so it was just a thought. Thank
you, Chairman.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA:
Thank you.
recommendation, any questions?
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA:
subdivision is--

Members, before the Chair makes his

Chairman, you have information how old this

CHAIR PONTANILLA:
Uh, no I don't.
information ... (CHANGE TAPE) ...

Maybe Mr.

Arakawa has that

COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: ... standards have changed and maybe when this was
proposed, the road widths were adequate, and what the County has provided was
up to Code, as the phrase we always hear and use. So I'd be interested-CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Mr. Arakawa.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: --to find out-MR. ARAKAWA: Mr. Chair, I don't have that information. Although, it is a fairly old
subdivision, I don't have the exact date as to when it was established.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: And, again, I just bring that up, Chairman, because
normally, unless the Director can inform us otherwise, going through subdivision
process, parking is based on on-site parking requirements to be dealt with, right?
The calculation of the lots and the development is not based that you're going to
use street parking?
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MR. ARAKAWA: That's correct.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Mr. Arakawa.
MR. ARAKAWA: That's correct.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: So with that, Chairman, may I ask you for a very
short one-, two-minute recess, please?
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Okay, at the call of the Chair, we'll recess for two minutes.
RECESS:
RECONVENE:

9:37 a.m.
9:40 a.m.

CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Members, thank you for that short recess. Any more questions
for Captain Matsuoka as well as the Director? If not, the Chair would recommend
that we defer PW-31. We'll do a site inspection on this particular item to ensure
that what we're doing in regards to this issue is the right thing. So this item is
deferred.

COUNCIL MEMBERS VOICED NO OBJECTIONS.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Thank you. Before I go any ... thank you, Captain Matsuoka
for being here.

ACTION:

DEFER pending site inspection.

CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Before I go any further, is anybody out in the audience that
would like to offer public testimony at this time? You do have three minutes to
provide testimony, one minute to conclude. Don't see anybody coming up
forward. Members, if there's no objections, the Chair would like to close public
testimony.

COUNCIL MEMBERS VOICED NO OBJECTIONS.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Thank you very much. Public testimony is closed.

PW-J9

NO PARKING ON LUNALILO STREET IN WAILUKU AND
ON AKAHELE STREET IN LAHAINA (C.c. No. 05-195)

CHAIR PONTANILLA: The next item on the agenda is Public Works Item Number 19,
no parking on Lunalilo Street in Wailuku and on Akahele Street in Lahaina. This
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is a result of County Communication No. 05-195, transmitting the following
proposed resolutions, "A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION
10.48.040, MAUl COUNTY CODE, PERTAINING TO STOPPING,
STANDING AND PARKING".
The purposes of the proposed bills are, one, to prohibit parking on the east side of
Lunalilo Street in Wailuku from its intersection at Kaahumanu Avenue to a
distance of 100 feet north of the northern property line of the United States Army
Reserve to be in compliance with the, with the requirements requested by the
United States Department of Homeland Security; and, second, to prohibit parking
on both sides of Akahele Street in Lahaina between Honoapiilani Highway and
incorporate left-turn lanes on Akahele Street in conjunction with the State
Department of Transportation's improvements on Honoapiilani Highway.
At this time, 1'd like to call on the Public Works Director to do some comments or
to provide some comments.
MR. ARAKAW A: Thank you, Mr. Chair. This proposal pertains to a prohibition of
parking on two different streets, and the first is on Lunalilo Street in Wailuku.
The proposed prohibition is on one side, the east or the Kahului side of Lunalilo
Street from the intersection with Kaahumanu Avenue to a distance 100 feet north
of the northern property line of the U.S. Army Reserve lot.
In total the no parking ban would extend approximately 830 feet from the
intersection, and the ban is being requested in order to be in compliance with the
requirements of the U.S. Department of Homeland Security.
And I also would like to mention that the reason this came up is that the U.S.
Army Reserve apparently first put up their no parking signs, makeshift signs with
wooden stakes and twine along that Lunalilo Street shoulder. So we received a
complaint about those temporary signs. And we contacted Army Reserve, upon
which time they notified us that this is in requirements of, uh, requirements that
were imposed by the U.S. Department of Homeland Security.
Our staff then erected the no parking signs, so the no parking signs are already
erected, and I have to apologize in advance to the Council for that. We are aware
that the authorization needs to come from the Council first, but basically that's
the, the background with regard to the, this particular request.
The second item pertains to-COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Can we just work on that one first, please, Chairman.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Okay, we'll do the first one first, Mr. Arakawa, if you don't
mind. Members, staff had circulated some information in regards to the particular
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intersection that we're talking about. And the signs that you see had been placed
as Mr. Arakawa indicated. Mr. Hokama.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: So let us, let me work off the Exhibit as presented by
staff, please, Chairman.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Go ahead.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: So this is from ... I'm just trying to be clear. This is
from, the 100 feet north of the northern property line, so that starts from the
intersection itself? The signalized intersection? From that point on to 100 feet
past the northern boundary line, which I believe would be the fence, right? The
Reserve fence, Army Reserve fence? That's the actual distance. It's not 100 feet,
right, no parking?
MR. ARAKAWA: That's correct. So in total, the ban is about 830 feet.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Eight hundred thirty feet?
MR. ARAKAW A: From the intersection, yes.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Okay. Now, I noticed it's only for the east side of
Lunalilo. The east side ... and this, I'm assuming Homeland Defense is thinking
of security concerns, but, yet, are we allowing parking on the west side?
MR. ARAKAWA: Apparently so. They didn't ask for any prohibition on the west side,
so it was just on one side of the street.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: ... make one bomb going blow up the whole thing,
so . .. No, I was just trying to, I mean, I would think the logic would be no
parking on both sides of the street because of security requirements. Okay.
Okay. And this is already in place, and now we're just trying to follow up with
the process to get it on the Maui County Code?
MR. ARAKA W A: That's correct.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Okay. Well, thank you for that, Chairman.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Thank you. Mr. Molina.
VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: Chairman, could we possibly consider amending this to
include the east side as well? Could we get comments from the Director?
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Mr. Arakawa.

PWOSI01105

Page 16

MR. ARAKAW A: Well, I would prefer to just keep it to the request that has been
forwarded to us from the Department of Homeland Security through the Army
Reserve. That's basically all they're asking for. I mean, if the Council wants to
do a no parking ban on the west side, you know, that's your prerogative. But, you
know, if they're not asking for it, then my inclination is to not grant it.
VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: One more question for Corporation Counsel in terms of
enforcement. If we enact this legislation and then somebody's parking in a
prohibited area, who does the enforcement? Is it County? Will Federal, the Feds
get involved as well as with the enforcement aspect of this?
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Corporation Counsel.
MS. YOUNG: I'm not sure about Federal, but if this bill were passed, then, then, Police,
yes, County would, would be able to enforce this and ticket cars.
VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: But, but because this is a Federal installation, there's no
involvement on their part as well?
MS. YOUNG: I'm not sure. My understanding is that the Federal government is asking
the County to pass this ordinance in order to prohibit parking.
VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: For security purposes.
MS. YOUNG: For security, for their security purposes.
VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: Yeah, I'm just trying to thinking, how can, because they want
us to do this for them then what can they do? I mean, because we're, we're doing
the enforcement aspect, but, you know what I mean? It's like, it's not like they're
taking care of their own. They're passing off what I think is their responsibility,
you know. Or maybe we could get some funding from Homeland Security or
something to ... because it's like we're doing their, what I to me in my mind their
kuleana. Their problem. But, anyway, it's my comments.
Mr. Director, you have any comments on that ... if, you know, I don't know how
much, well, I guess this would be a police issue as far as their manpower and
everything else so.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Mr. Arakawa, any comments?
MR. ARAKA W A: Mr. Chairman, the signs, of course, would be, are being proposed to
be erected within the County right-of-way. That's the request that's been
forwarded to us, so I assume the enforcement would fall to us to do. And, as you
mentioned, it's, it's going to be primarily a police issue.
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As an aside, though, there are grants that the County has been applying for,
Homeland Security grants, primarily for equipment types of purchases. Primarily
it's Police and Fire that has benefited from or has applied for those grants at least.
So there are some Federal monies that are available.
VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: How much will those signs cost the Department to put up? Or
I guess they have been put up already, but how much do they cost?
MR. ARAKAWA: I don't have the cost off-hand.
VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: Okay. That's where I was sort of coming from or maybe the
Federal government could offset our costs and pay for those signs, since it's their
request. So, anyway, thank you.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Thank you, Mr. Molina. Members, any more questions in
regards to that first item.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Chairman, I would think that-CHAIR PONTANILLA: Mr. Hokama.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: --either through your Committee under your signature
or we can request Mr. Arakawa to possibly ask Ms. Morrison, the
Administration's Budget Director to see if Homeland Security funds could be-CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Made available.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: --requested through a grant, such as how Police and
Fire do it. I think if it's possible, it would be great to help offset the Public
Works. And, of course, this, you know, written request was done very well
because I would say with the requirements mandated by the U.S. Department of
Homeland Security. If it's a requirement, it's not a choice to us.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Yep.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: They, they're giving us a mandate to comply. But
maybe they use the word request so that they don't have to pay us.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Thank you for the information, and we'll follow through with
that. Members, any more questions on Item Number I? If not, Item Number 2. I
think staff had, staff is going to provide you with some information in regards to
the recommendation by the Department for Item Number 2. Mr. Arakawa, can
you go ahead and provide some comments on Item Number 2.
MR. ARAKA W A: Mr. Chair, the second item pertains to a proposed prohibition of
on-street parking on both sides of Akahele Street in Lahaina between
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Honoapiilani Highway and Mahinahina Street. This will allow the incorporation
of left-turn lanes on, a left-turn lane on Akahele Street in conjunction with the
State DOT's improvements to the traffic signal at Honoapiilani Highway and
Akahele. And this no parking ban would affect approximately a 100 feet, 100
lineal feet of roadway on each side of Akahele Street.
And your review, your review and consideration of the proposed bill is
respectfully requested.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Thank you, Mr. Arakawa. Members, any questions to Item
Number 2? Mr. Hokama.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Just so we can get our bearings, Chairman, is this the
road if you cross Honoapiilani Highway, goes to the Kapalua Airport?
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Mr. Arakawa.
MR. ARAKAWA: Yes, Council member Hokama, that's correct.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Okay. Is, and when you say between Honoapiilani
Highway, I, I, we're, I'm sure this Committee is well aware, Mahinahina would
be the first intersection or is that all the way, I guess all the way down would be
Lower Honoapiilani Highway, right?
MR. ARAKAWA: That's correct. That's correct. Mahinahina Street is the first cross
intersection makai of Honoapiilani Highway.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Okay. Okay. To allow Public Works incorporate
left-turn lanes. So the left-turn lane that we see on the bottom of the first page
that the Committee staff gave us, Mr. Director, we're talking about a different
left-turn lane?
MR. ARAKAWA: The traffic signal upgrade actually has already been done by the State
DOT.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Okay.
MR. ARAKAWA: And, as, I hope your pictures kind of show that, but the left-turn lane
has been already put in and the striping has been put in.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Right.
MR. ARAKAWA: And it has kind of left a space issue at the edge of the right-of-way
and that's why we're coming forward for no parking ban for that first block where
the left-turn lane is actually implemented.
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COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Okay, and the left-turn lane and the signalization, that
is the State Highway's project?
MR. ARAKAWA: That's correct.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA:
project?

And you're just assisting the ability to finish the

MR. ARAKAWA: That's correct. It's primarily a safety issue. Because, because of the
implementation of the left-turn lane, it's taking up more of the roadway paved
area, and there are already road curbs that are there now. So it basically takes up
more space, which presents a safety issue and, therefore, that's why we're asking
for the no parking ban for that, that first block from on Akahele from
Honoapiilani Highway to Mahinahina Street.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Okay, and there's no requirements of land acquisition
and roadway-MR. ARAKAWA: No.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: --dedications?
MR. ARAKAWA: No.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Thank you.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Thank you, Mr. Hokama, Mr. Arakawa. Members, any more
questions? If not, the Chair would like to recommend that Public Works Item
Number 19 to adopt and, to adopt "A BILL FOR AN ORDINANCE
AMENDING SECTION 10.48.040, MAUl COUNTY CODE, PERTAINING TO
STOPPING, STANDING AND PARKING."
This is for Item Number 1, to prohibit parking on east side of Lunalilo Street in
Wailuku from in its intersection at Kaahumanu Avenue to a distance of 100 feet
north of northern property line of the United States Army Reserve to be in
compliance with . . . requires requested by the United State Department of
Homeland Security; and, second, to prohibit parking on both sides of Akahele
Street in Lahaina between H'piilani Highway and incorporate left-turn lanes on
Akahele Street in conjunction with the State DOT's improvements on
Honoapiilani Highway.
And Chair would like to also file the County
Communication.
VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: So move.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Second.
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CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Been moved by Member Molina, second by Member Hokama.
All in favor say aye.
COUNCIL MEMBERS: AYE

VOTE:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:
EXC.:

ACTION:

Councilmember Hokama, Mateo, Molina, and
Chair Pontanilla.
None.
None.
None.
Councilmember Carroll.

FIRST READING of revised proposed bill; and FILING of
communication

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Resolution is adopted.

PW-32

DEDICATION OF ROAD WIDENING LOTS FOR THE
RICHARD ANTONE SUBDIVISION (HAIKU) (C.c. No. 05-238)

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Okay, the third item on the agenda, Members, is the Public
Works 32, dedication of road widening lots for the Richard Antone subdivision,
Haiku. This is a result of County Communication No. 05-238, transmitting a
proposed resolution entitled, "ACCEPTING DEDICATION OF ROAD
WIDENING LOTS FOR THE RICHARD ANTONE SUBDIVISION
PURSUANT TO SECTION 3.44.015, MAUl COUNTY CODE." The purpose of
the proposed resolution is to accept lots l-E, 4-A and 4-B along Kaupakalua
Road, Haiku. Mr. Arakawa, comments.
MR. ARAKA W A: Mr. Chair, as you mentioned, this item pertains to a proposed
dedication of three road widening lots relating to the Richard Antone Subdivision
located along Kaupakalua Road. On the makai side of its intersection with
Puuomalei Road. Lot E or l-E, which is proposed for dedication is 1,077 square
feet in area. Lot 4-A is 1,177 square feet in area, and Lot 4-B is 1,706 square feet
in area.
As allowed under Section 18.20.040 of the County Code, the subdivider has
deferred roadway improvements by completing the requirements of a three lots or
less subdivision agreement. The Committee's review and consideration of the
proposed resolution is respectfully requested.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Thank you, Mr. Arakawa. Members, any questions for the
Director? No questions?
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COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Recommendation, Chair.

CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Thank you very much. The Chair recommends that the
proposed resolution be adopted and filing of the Communication.
VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: So move.
COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Second.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Moved by Member Molina, second by Member Mateo. All in
favor say aye.
COUNCIL MEMBERS: Aye.

VOTE:

ACTION:

AYES:

Councilmember Hokama, Mateo, Molina, and
Chair Pontanilla.
None.
NOES:
ABSTAIN: None.
ABSENT:
None.
EXC.:
Councilmember Carroll.
ADOPTION of proposed resolution; and FILING of
communication

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Okay, motion adopted.

PW-33

DEDICATION OF ROAD WIDENING LOT FOR THE
KUIAHA-PAUWELA
HOMESTEADS
(HAIKU)
(C.C. No, 05-239)

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Okay, our final item is Public Works Item 33, dedication of a
road widening lot for the Kuiaha-Pauwela Homesteads, Haiku. This is a result of
County Communication No. 05-239, transmitting a proposed resolution entitled,
"ACCEPTING DEDICATION OF A ROAD WIDENING LOT FOR THE
KUIAHA-PAUWELA HOMESTEADS, PURSUANT TO SECTION ... " or
" ... PURSUANT TO SECTION 3.44.015, MAUl COUNTY CODE". The
purpose of the proposed resolution is to accept Lots A-3 along West Kuiaha Road,
Haiku.
Mr. Arakawa, comments?
MR. ARAKA W A: Mr. Chair, this item pertains to a proposed dedication of a road
widening lot for the Kuiaha, Kuiaha-Pauwela Homesteads. Subdivision is located
on West Kuiaha Road, makai of its intersection with Kaupakalua Road. Lot A-3
is 682 square feet in area and it's 3 feet in width. And as allowed under
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Section 18.20.040 of the County Code, the subdivider has deferred roadway
improvements by completing the requirements of a three lots or less subdivision
agreement.
The Committee's review and consideration of the proposed resolution is
respectfully requested.
CHAIR PONTANILLA:
questions?

Thank you very much, Mr. Arakawa.

Members, any

COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: What is the zoning in this area, Chairman?
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Mr. Hokama.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Do you know the zoning?
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Mr. Arakawa.
MR. ARAKA W A: The zoning is County Agricultural district.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Ag ... (inaudible) ... Okay, thank you.
CHAIR PONTANILLA: Okay. Members, any more questions for Mr. Arakawa?
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Recommendation?
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: If not, the Chair would recommend that we adopt the proposed
resolution and also call for the filing of County Communication.
VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: So move.
COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Second.
CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Moved by Member Molina, second by Member Hokama to
adopt the accepting of dedication of road widening lot for the Kuiaha-Pauwela
Homesteads pursuant to Section 3.44.015, Maui County Code. All in favor say
aye.
COUNCIL MEMBERS: Aye.

VOTE:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:
EXC.:

Councilmemher Hokama, Mateo, Molina, and
Chair Pontanilla.
None.
None.
None.
Councilmemher Carroll.
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ACTION:

ADOPTION of proposed
communication

resolution;

and

FILING

of

CHAIR PONT ANILLA: Thank you very much. Resolution is adopted.
Members, that completes our agenda for today. Is there any announcements? If
not, thank you very much. Meeting adjourned.
ADJOURNED:

10:05 a.m.
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