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Aloha,


Attached please find my testimony concerning the Final EIS for the proposed Olowalu Town Development.
 


Thank you,
Liz Foote


(808) 669-9062
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To: luc@dbedt.hawaii.gov 
 
Subject: A10-786 Olowalu Town - Testimony on the Final EIS 
 
Dear LUC Commissioners, 
 
In reviewing the materials associated with the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement (FEIS) for the proposed Olowalu Town development, it appears that 
many of the comments and concerns submitted in 2012 by my colleagues in the 
science and conservation community were dismissed outright through the 
responses provided by the developers and contractors. In some cases, the 
responses are erroneous and could be considered irresponsible from a scientific 
standpoint. In other cases, descriptions of proposed mitigation measures, such 
as the implementation of Low Impact Development (LID) strategies to reduce 
runoff and sedimentation are certainly admirable, though vague in nature and 
lacking any meaningful metrics for evaluation. It is my opinion that the apparent 
lack of rigor in the assessment of the marine environment, coupled with the lack 
of detail pertaining to the proposed LID measures and other Best Management 
Practices (BMPs), provide sufficient justification for you to reject the Final EIS for 
the proposed development. 
 
Hawaii Administrative Rules (HAR 11-200) state that an Environmental Impact 
Statement “shall fully declare the environmental implications of the proposed 
action and shall discuss all relevant and feasible consequences of the action.” 
The FEIS does not sufficiently meet these criteria for either of the two 
aforementioned issues my testimony focuses upon.  
 
Regarding the assessment of the marine environment, I urge you to seriously 
consider the testimony submitted by seven highly credentialed marine biologists 
from the Scripps Institution of Oceanography (testifying as individuals), who have 
collectively spent thousands of hours conducting research at Olowalu, one of 
their field sites. They found that the FEIS contains flawed methodology, sampling 
errors, and inaccurate conclusions, and therefore cannot sufficiently address the 
environmental implications or consequences of the proposed development. 
 
In reviewing Appendix C-2 (Stormwater Quality Enhancements), and other 
sections of the EIS that reference mitigating the impact of runoff through BMPs 
and LID, I was unable to find key details about the proposed measures, 
specifically their respective contributions to pollutant load reduction during both 
the construction and post-construction phases of the development. The FEIS 
names the types of LID and BMP measures being considered, describes their 
function and benefits, and notes the broader categories of the areas within the 
development where each could be implemented (ie. “Single-Family Residential” 
or “Commercial”), but this information alone does not sufficiently address the 
environmental impact of these measures. This lack of detail is concerning, as 
there is no attempt to provide location siting of specific LID measures within the 











development, or quantify the amount of nutrients (mg/L of nitrogen and 
phosphorous) or sediments (mg/cm2/day) that these measures will reduce.  
 
The FEIS also indicates that “Olowalu Town will develop stormwater BMP 
guidance documents for use by the designers of residential, commercial, public, 
and green space/recreational facilities within the community.” It is unclear 
whether developing and providing these documents would be considered 
“recommendations” or “requirements” for the implementation of specific 
stormwater control measures, and there is also no indication of oversight and 
accountability mechanisms to ensure these measures are appropriate, adequate, 
and implemented properly.  
 
Many of the proposed stormwater management strategies and examples of 
BMPs represent innovative technologies that have been in use elsewhere for a 
long time, and have been advocated for use in Hawaiʻi for many years by 
numerous individuals, agencies, and organizations. Only relatively recently have 
development projects in Hawaiʻi begun to implement these measures, and some 
have yet to be tried on Maui at all, much less at the scale proposed. The FEIS 
references the West Maui Ridge to Reef Initiative’s advocacy for LID measures, 
but it should be noted that those underway are still considered to be pilot or 
demonstration projects, such as rain gardens and curb inlet baskets. Maui-
specific challenges and barriers to the effective implementation of these and 
other strategies are only now emerging, and their effectiveness has not been 
sufficiently measured, demonstrated, and evaluated at this stage. 
 
Given these realities, along with the obvious history of stormwater runoff impacts 
to Maui’s reefs due to coastal development, I feel that the flaws and lack of detail 
in the FEIS present a clear case that Olowalu should not be used as a test 
ground for these technologies, especially when considering the uniqueness and 
vulnerability of the coral reef ecosystem, its ecological, economic, and cultural 
importance, and its sensitivity in the face of global climate change on top of the 
local stressors it already endures. Please reject the Final EIS for the Olowalu 
Town development. 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely,  
Liz Foote 
 
Wailuku, Maui 
(808) 669-9062 
Lfoote@hawaii.rr.com 
 
B.S., Ecology, Behavior and Evolution, University of California, San Diego 
M.S., Science Education (Marine Science emphasis), Oregon State University 
	  










