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Pauline Fiene


PO. Box 627, Kihei, HI 96753








Nov. 15, 2015





To: State Land Use Commission


PO Box 2359


Honolulu, HI 96804


Attention: Daniel E. Orodenker








Re: Comments regarding the FEIS for Proposed Olowalu Town Master Plan, TMK (2) 4-8-003: 84, 98-118, and 124 Olowalu, Maui Hawaii 








Aloha Land Use Commission Members and Staff:





Thank you for giving us the opportunity to offer our views on the Olowalu FEIS.





I am writing to ask that you do not approve the final EIS for the Olowalu Town Project.





I am a diver and biologist with over 9,200 dives in Maui waters since 1987. I mainly study coral spawning and also a group of shell-less mollusks called Opisthobranchs, but I also have broad interests in coral reef ecology. 





In 2011 I made comments on the draft EIS in regard to Appendix D - The Assessment of Marine Water Chemistry and Biotic Community Structure in the Vicinity of the Olowalu Town Master Plan.  A couple weeks ago I received responses to my comments. 





However, several of my comments were not substantively addressed in the FEIS. 





*In my 2nd comment I reported that there are twice as many species of corals within the area that was surveyed (24 species vs. 12 species) than were included in the DEIS. The FEIS states that the NOAA methodology that was used is deemed to be an appropriate scientific method to survey such a large area, but clearly it is not. How could fully half the species not be reported? The methodology was not effective at surveying and capturing the species number, which calls into question whether the rest of the data in the report are accurate. 





I was not requesting an exhaustive list of all marine species in the area. That would be impossible. I was asking for a complete list of coral species. Corals are a protected group of marine animals in Hawaii. Boaters have been assessed huge fines for damaging corals. If we do not have an overall view of all the coral species present, and in fact are misled into thinking that there are fully HALF as many present as actually are, then how can we know if there are future impacts? 





*In my 3rd comment I stated that the number of species of corals that form micro-atolls is under-reported and that this area is the most extensive area of well-developed micro-atolls in the whole state, making it a state treasure. The unique status of this area in the whole state is not even mentioned, downplaying the value of this area’s marine resources.





*In my 5th comment I reported that the area has been a nursury area for blacktip reef sharks for decades. This species was added to the FEIS, but the wrong name was used and there was no mention that this area is not just currently in use but has been in use by the sharks for decades. This seems to downplay the importance of this area for a critical stage in the life cycle of an animal that is rare in Hawaiian waters. The species name should be blacktip reef shark and the scientific name is Carcharhinus melanopterus.





*In my 6th comment I state that county standards have not been effective in preventing run-off from developments in the past. All that was offered in the response to my concerns was that the “adverse storm water quality impacts are anticipated to be minimized.” This has never happened in any recent development on Maui that I am aware of. I admit that if I had not been a diver I would have been unaware of the brown water that has entered the ocean during the construction of the Grand Wailea, Four Seasons, some condos near Makena Landing, The Maui Ocean Center, some condos in North Kihei and condos up at Kapalua. I personally witnessed that the water makai of these developments was at times chocolate brown during construction. That means that the sunlight needed by corals to survive was blocked by suspended sediment and other corals were literally smothered by soil. These projects were all built on land that was less sloping than that at Olowalu. 





Olowalu Reef advocates continue to try and convey to residents and to decision-makers that this reef is unique on Maui and that parts of it are unique in the whole state. Words such as anticipate, minimize and mitigate in the FEIS are not good enough. Once the sediment, however minimized or mitigated, has entered the ocean, the damage has been done. Based on all the developments that I have mentioned that allowed sediment to enter the ocean in spite of their “best practices,” why do we think that this development on an even greater slope above Maui’s unique and most extensive reef is appropriate? Why are we risking this Maui treasure at all?





I feel the FEIS is not final until it addresses the reality of the project’s potential sediment impacts during construction.








Sincerely,





Pauline Fiene 







