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; Waﬂuku,}ﬂ96793
Dear Ms Apana, ) “ .

L RE Comments on the Env1ronmenta1 Impact Statement Not1ce (EISPN)
~for, the Pnlam Promenade, located in K1he1, Mau1, Hawan at '
TMK’ (2) 3-9 001 016 170 174 ' : :

" Thank you for your ema11 of October 24 2013 Your comment 1etter was not recelved by

7 ' othe plannmg consultant during the preparahon of the DEIS and will be mcluded in the

E FEIS We are pleased to prov1de the fo]lowmg responses to your comments

,7 | Comment My narme 1s Clare Apana I am a reszdent of Wazlaku Mauz Iam the pre51dent of o
- Ao Makole 4 native Hawaiian Organzzatzon ‘Some of the activities -that Ao Makole Sponsors’
~and promiotes are limu and ocear resources and Hawaiian Star Classes taught by Kumu Michael '

L K. Lee on the island of Maui since 2011. One of our gathering and class sites is the area of the o

Whale Sanctuary and Kalepolepo lokoz a. Please see ozdeo ﬁ)otage of 11/2/2012

" '»As a chzld Lwas in thez in thzs area for sammer vacation with my famlly We oﬁen came drove

. all'the 1 way to Kihei to go to ‘the beach with my older brother, James. “The smiells of limu were - S
o quite, characteristic of these years My mother gathered and prepared great mountains of limu by
7 for food consamptton Limu; pipipis, crabs, fish and sometimes lobsters were: gathered for our - N

_' famlly to eat My mother sttll cleaned and prepared hpoa ﬁom thez in 2002 when she dzed

iy saoed that last “bag of hmu makzng zt last as long as 1 could At the ttme I had no 1dea that the 7, 7 : A .
s limus and their pungent smells would not be a part of the Kihei beach’ experzence Development,__‘:v' EESRT
o v /of many reszdentlal and commerczal pro]ects have greatly changed the ocean resources.

Inmy stadzes wzth Kama Lee I haoe learned to identify and pzck lzmu for medlcznal as well as ’

 food consumption pirposes. I hue been able to augment my healing practtces of Hatvaii state - |
cerhﬁed Phy /swal therapzst with the medlcznal uses of hmu and ocein. resources.: We haoe gone '
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l

speczﬁcally to gather certain types of limu at the whale stznctuary/ﬁshpond area Some of the )
limu that grow where fresh water ﬂows into the ocean are ﬁ)und here

Tdo not see that there isa dzscusszon or plan to show how changtng the gulches and the 1ncreused

c dmmage with: poteniml toxic components of thzs Zarge commercial/residential pr0]ect wzll be .

evuluated reported or mzitgated I request that thts be done in the DEIS.

Response In response to comments regardmg dramage and. potentlal ﬂoodmg, the,
FEIS Section IIL. D. 2 (Dramage) has been revised to mclude the followmg ‘

' langua ge

' The post—development peal< storm ﬂOW of the Pro1ect after rrutr,q;atron measures are ’

]rnplemented is the same as the pre—development storm flow, Wh1ch is equal toor

S less than 85 cfs The Project will retain the increase in post development runoff

generated bv development con31stent with CountV of Mau1 reg‘ulahons

The Pro1ect W]ll compr W1th the condrhon of the 1995 Dec131on and Order, which " 7
‘requires that the Apphcant fund the de31gn and construchon of its pro—rata share of

drama,qe unprovements requlred as a result of the development of the Project site,

‘.mcludln,q oil Water separators and other filters as approprlate, and other BMPs as~

necessary to mlnnmze non-pomt source pollutron The Applicant understands that‘ ’
- _all Project-related Water dlschar,qes must compr W1th the State’s Water Quallty
/ Standards Wh1ch are set forth m Chapter 11—54 HAR ” ‘

) BMPS prepared in accordance W1th MCC Chapter 20 08 (Sozl Eroszon and '
Sedzmentatzon Conirol) Wﬂl be submitted to the DPW for rev1ew and approval priof -

- to the issuance of grubbmg and grading: permrts In addlhon, since PrO]ect site work

B ‘ Wlll exceed one acre, a NPDES will be obtained from the DOH's Clean Water Branch: o
“for the dlschar,qe of storm - Water assoc1ated W1th constructron activities. The .

Apphcant W]ll meet all of the reqmrements set forth bv the DOH s Clean Water -
/ Branch

‘,LOW-1mpact development strateg'_les, mcludJn,q a ser1es of stratemca]lv located o

drainage retenhon basms and channels, are des1gned to mlh,qate downstream .

*.impacts 'to. makuz landowners A Drama,qe Master Plan was de31gr1ed to County

‘standards, and: includes measures that nutlgate the increase in- runoff generatedr_ ¥

from the development of rmpervrous surfaces On-site runoff will be collected by

~ catch basins located .at appropr1ate mtervals alon,cz the- mterlor roadwavs and . ,’

landscaped area. Drain lines from the catch basms will convey the runoff 10 on51te ‘

- detenhon basms ot under,qround subsurface drama,qe systems..
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The ons1te dralnage system will prov1de stora,qe for the mcrease in stormwater

runoff from a 50 —Vear, —hour storm. The drainage system will be designed in -

‘ compliance with Chapter 4 "Rules for the Design of Storm Drainage Facilities in the |
o ‘ County of Maui” and Chapter 15- 11 “Rules for the Des1gn of Storm Water Treatment o
. _Best Mana,q;ement Pracnces

There is surface water and below surface water as there are springs- ﬁeeding the area. Please see
video 2. I suggest that remote sensing equzpment that can detect water in rock be used to map .
the flow of water from the project to the ocean. I suggest mapping of fresh water flow above
and below ground in caves, kasrst, and springs. A baseline measure and ongoing measurements
of the quality and flow of water will ‘allow the protection of the flow of fresh water to the ocean
“witch the limu and ocean resources depend upon. Stream ﬂow is'protected by article 11-7 of the
Hawaii Constitution. - My rlght to gather at -the ocean is protected by article 12-7.  The

‘tmnsmzsszon of the Hawaiian eultuml knozuledge of the ocean and especzally lzmu can’ onl J be

done if these resources are protected

Iask that the DES identify dcean resources: such as lzmu beds and ammals and fresh water ﬂow
' that willbe affected by this pr0]ect A baseline and long term plan to. measure the effect of
- increased toxic runoff and change in flow of ‘fresh water is a mitigation that should be considered.

~ The types of businesses that are allowed in a lzght industrial area can have changzng levels of
toxic. substances zntroduced znto the ground and air. o :

Response The drajnage master. plan ‘was designed to County standards which .

will mltrgate the increase . in runoff generated from the’ development of -

impervious surfaces. Ons1te runoff will be collected by catch basins located at y

- appropriate mtervals along the interior roadways and landscaped area Drain

~lines from the catch basins will convey the runoff to onsite detenuon basms or
, underground subsurface dramage systems o

As mennoned in the FEIS SectLon I A. 11 (Groundwater Resources) the -

Appllcant retamed ‘Marine- Research Consultants, Inc. to prepare a Baselme o

' =Assessment of Marme Water Chemlstry and Matine Biotic Communities. The.
= purpose ‘of the report was to assess potenhal 1mpacts to groundwater and the
- marine environment as a result of the proposed pro]ect In connection with this

‘work, water quahty test1ng was . conducted and the underwater “biotic’
composmon along the KJhe1 coasthne was analyzed

‘; The fmdmgs of the report mdlcate that the proposed pro]ect w1ll not have any
significant negative effect on water quality. (See: Appendlx ], “Baseline
: Assessment of Marlne Water Chemlstry and Marlne Biotic Commuruttes Report”) \
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"‘In response to comments regardlng toxic substances in the ground the FEIS
Section I1L A. 4 (Hazardous Substances) has been rev1sed to mclude the fo]lowmg‘

o language

APhase IEnvn'onmental Slte Assessment (ESA) of the Pi‘ilani Promenade site was
prepared by Malama Environmental, LLC. (MEV) in December 2013 (See:
Appendix B, “Environmental Site Assessment” ). The investigation and report
‘ ;format follows the guidelines of the American Society of Testing and Materials
' (ASTM) Publication E1527-05, which is recognized by 40 CFR Part 312 as an

acceptable gmdance document for satrsfymg the EPA’s final “All Approprlate;\ o

- Inqu1r1es rule

: The ESA found no ev1dence of reco gmzed env1ronmental condltlons in connechon‘
- with the property Addltlonally MEV does not believe the two (2 potentlal risk
sites Would have envrronmenta]ly and-adversely affected the subject property due

to their: distance from the Pi‘ilani Promenade site and the down gradtent o

- prox1mlty However, the Shell Statlon, which’ was constructed in 2007 and is

- _Vlocated lmmedlately ad]acent to the northwestern corner of the project site, is not
' listed as a UST site. Due to the close proxunrty and shghtly higher e1evatlon of the B
' . gasstation Wlth respect to the survey area, this facﬂlty may pose a negatlve 1mpact 7
‘ to the envrronmental condition of the sub]ect property if aleak in the underground ,
- storage tanks should occur mthe future P '

~ The ESA stated that there Was no evidence of historic ot current'signjficant 'misuser |
of hazardous or regulated substances and or, petroleum products on the subject'

. property (See Appendle ”Env1ronmenta1 Site Assessment”) '

. The Apphcant s plannrng consultant spoke W1th the Hazard Evaluatlon and‘ L

Emergencv Response Off1ce and there we no records of hazardous substances or <

* goil contamination on. the Proiect site. T_he ESA deterrmned that the Pro1ect wﬂl not
/ 1mpact soil quahty at Pro1ect site, ’

~ The remamﬂqg other potential COncerns identified by the ESA such as illeg‘al solid _'
- 'waste dumping are limited in scope and will be mrtlgated pI’lOl‘ to or durlng‘ ’
= pro]ect development. No 1mpacts from hazardous substances are anticipated at
- 'the site ‘based on. the conclusions of the ‘Phase I ESA (See‘ Appendlx B,
‘ ”Envn‘onmental Slte Assessment’ ) There has been no act1v1tV on the project site
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. or chan,qe in the land that would 1mpact the ESA since theé July 2013 env1ronmental’ ‘ o '

assessment S

‘Under ASTM standards, a- Phase 1 Env1ronmental Slte Assessment may be

' con51dered out of date if not conducted w1thln the prior 180 days. As a result the .
Apphcant requested an update of the ESA. A site visit was conducted bV MEV on !
January 13 2017 and MEV determined that nothmg came to their attentton that

" Would cause them to chan,qe anv matter or oplruon set forth in_the ESA.
‘Accordln,qlv, MEV issued the Envrronmental Slte Assessmentrupdate Ietter ( See:

- Appendix B-1 ”Env1ronmental Site Assessment update letter dated Tanuarv 18,

E 2017°).

o VIn response to comments regard]ng toxic substances in the air, the FEIS Sect10n .
A6 (A]l‘ Quahty) has been rev1sed to mclude the followmg Ianguage '

In the year 2018 W1th the assumptron that the pPro]ect and the ad]acent mth L

Honua" ula affordable residential pro1ect both are fully developed the hlghest ‘
Worst—case 1-hour concentration was predlcted to occur durmg the Weekday‘
- morning peak traffic hour at the intersection of Pi'ilani nghway and Kulanihakoi .
‘Road and at the intersection of Pi'ilani Highway and Ohukai Street with a value g
of 1.8 ppm. Compared to the without project scenarlo, concentratlons ]ncreased |

' slightly, however all projected worst-case, concentratrons for ttus scenario . -
'remaJned Well W1thm state and nauonal standards C PR

) , For the Year 2018 with the fqu development of the pPro]ect and the ad]acent mth S

Honua' ula affordable residential project, the estimated - worst-case ‘8-hour

concentrattons were predlcted to remain about the samie Or increase shghtly ‘
. compated to the without pro]ect scenario. All pred1cted concentratrons for this
scenatio remalned Wlthln the Nattonal and State standards ‘ ' '

_ Durmg worst-case COIIdlthIlS, model resuIts 1nd1cated that present 1-hour and 8-
hour carbon monox1de concentrauons are well W1thm both the state- and the,

natlonal Amb&ntﬁ%@uah&%taﬂéﬁds—(AAQS}

" As part of- the preparauon of the FEIS the Apphcant retalned B. D Neal &
‘Associates to analvze the years 2025 and 2032 to estJmate long range air quality - -

impacts, and to prepare updates to the Air Quahty Survey prepared for the DEIS.
- Air quahtv studles were conducted on March 11, 2016 and a,ann on FebruarV 2,

1
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: 2017 Based ori these studles, and based further on the review of the TIAR update .
dated December 20,2016, B. D. Neal & Assoc1ates determined that re—analvs1s of
the Pro1ect air quality 1mpacts was not necessatry, as the conclusions stated in the
2014 Air Quality Survey remain valid. ( See Appendrx D 2. ”AJr Quality Report ‘
Update dated Februarv 2, 2017”) ‘

We are an island with szzted resources . that dwmdle zvzth the increase of population, number

of visitors and the incursion .of modern western business. A mega mall and light industrial
businesses as well as dense residential units must be scrutinized and méasured for all the effects

that it will have on my cultural practice at the ocean, my right to gather and.use limu for
medicine as well the ocean classroom. that Ao Makole, classes presently utidize. A preceding
setting decision can be used to’ asszst thzs pro]ect s EIS and mztzgutzon solutions: Na Pa akai

" vs LlIC : : . ‘ :

Response The proposed pro]ect is sub]ect to cond1t10ns related to dramage and water' '

o quality as part of the Decision'and Order for Docket No. A94-706. Specifically condition 8

. states that the “Petitioner shall f-und the design and construction of its pro-rata share of

- drainage improvements required as a result of the development of the property, including .

oil water separators and other filters as approprlate, and other best management practices
' as necessary to minimize non-point source pollutton into Kulanrhakm Gulch, in
',coordJnatton W1th appropriate State and County agenc1es ' o

S ,Condltlon 11 states that the ”Petlttoner shall contr1bute its pro-rata share to a nearshore' _
water quiality monitoting program as determined by the State Department of Health and .
the State D1v1s10n of Aquat1c Resources, Department of Land and N atural Resources

'Addlttonally, Condition 12 states that ”PetltLoner shall 1mp1ement effectlve soﬂ erosion

and -dust control methods during construction in compliance with the rules and = -

re gulatrons of the State Department of Health and the County of Maui.”

‘ In response to comments regarding cultural resources, the FEIS Sectlon I1l. B. 4 (Cultural .
Resources) has been rev1sed to rnclude the followrng Ianguage ’

4. Cultural Resources

Exzstmg Condztzons Hana Pono LLC. prepared a Cultural Impact Assessmenta o

(CIA) for the P1’11an1 Promenade to identify historical and current cultural uses of

- the project area and to assess the impact of the proposed action on the cultural =
L \ resources, practlces, and beliefs. The CIA mcluded the Honua’ula Affordable

- Housing development parcelin its analvs1s The CIA was conducted in accordance.

-with the State of Hawaii Ofﬁce of Envrronrnental Quahty Control (OEQC)

gurdehnes for Assessrng Cultural Impact Assessments In response to consultatron' o
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with the commumtv and Var1ous government a,qenc1es, the Appllcant retamed
‘Scientific Consultant Serv1ces (SCS) to prepare a supplemental CIA (the ”SCIA”) '
- to include supplemental consultatton and additional interviews with people who'

. may. Have knowledge of the area. ( See: Appendlx I-1 “Su Jplemental Cultural
s Impact Assessment Report dated March 2017”). It is noted that the SCIA does not"
_include the Honua'ula Affordable Housm,clr development parcel however SCS has

S prepared a separate CIA for the Honua’ ula Affordable Housing development
~ parcel. (See Appendlx -2 “Cultural Impact Assessment for the proposed
L Honua ula offs1te Workforce housmg prolect dated ADI‘Il 2017") '

The prO]ect site is located in the Kula Moku and the Waieh&li—aﬂé Kaonoulu .
~ahupua’ ain an area archaeolo,q1callv known as the “barren zone”. Based ona

I prax1s of archaeolo,c_ucal stud1es conducted on the ”barren zone” in the region of --

the Project- site, site expectation. and 51te ‘density is low (See: Append]x I—1 o

‘ ”Supplemental Cultural Impact Assessment Report dated March 2017”)

- The area of Kihei that includes the project s\itehas been severely disturbed from its -
original and unaltered state for many decades, by, the effects of grazing cattle and ,‘ \
the constructlon of ranch troads, county roads and the constructlon of Pi‘ilani 7
- Highway. The CIA 1nd1cates that any resources or practlces occurrlng tradltlonally <
in the area are s non-existent and Would have been obliterated. (See: Appende I
i”Cultural Impact Assessment Report dated December 2013 rev1sed March and

, August 2016).

N

Interviews with 1nd1v1duals (kupunu—-kajﬂ-m&/ makua) knowledgeable about the

~ lands of the Kaonoulu ahupua a were conducted in 2013 and in 2016 by of Hana | ., |

- Pono LLC— as part of the CIA, and by.SCS in 2016 as part of the SCIA Asmnoted
~ SCS has prepared a separate CIA for the Honua’ula Affordable Housing
: development parcel that mcludes interviews with the same md1v1duals as_the

‘SCIA. - (See Appendlx 12 ”Cultural Impact Assessment for’ the proposed :

L Honua ula offs1te Workforce housm,q prolect dated ADI‘Il 2017”) The oral hlstory ,

) interviews were conducted in order to collect information on p0551ble pre—hlstorlc o

‘and hlstorlc cultural resources assoc1ated with these lands, as well as tradltlonal -

cultural pracuces (See Appendlx I “Cultural Impact Assessment Report dated N
December 2013, revised March and Au,qust 2016”, see also Append]x -1 -

§ ”Supplemental Cultural TImpact Assessment Report dated March 2017” and .
Appendlx -2 ”Cultural Impact Assessment for the proposed Honua ula off51te- ,
Workforce housm,q prolect dated Aprll 201 7”) :
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- ’A public mformahon and cultural consultahon meetlng for the proposed pro]ect‘

, was held on February 25,2014, Transcripts from this meetlng have been included

- .inthe DFEIS The focus of the meetlng was to rev1ew the previous - 1994 AIS and
o d1scuss the findings of the current 2014 AIS. Tn addltlon to discussing the' return ,
of the petroglyph boulder (Wthh removed from the Project site and is preserved

tindera SHPD—approved preservahon plan) and potent1a1 impacts to Kulamhak01 ,

| Gulch (which is not located on the Project site), somie of the part1c1pants suggestedf‘

that the potentlal archaeologrcal sites could be mcorporated into the deslgn of the
\ pro]ect or into its landscaping and the prev10us1y removed petroglyph stone be

returned to the property The Apphcant has discussed the possible return of the =

petroglyph stone and the former owner (Kaonoulu Ranch) re]ected this requestt_

_"grven the fact that the relocatlon and a preservatron plan was- submltted and
approved by SHPD. ‘ T

<t

Asa follow up to the. Februarv 25, 2014 meetln,q, the Pro1ect téam’s archaeolog1st L ’

- and cultural consultant partlc1pated in a site visit on Tanuarv 22, 2016. Following
: ‘the January 22, 2016 site visit, a request was made from the AhaMoku for a further R
fcultural consultahon meetln,q The meeting Was held on April 27 2016 and a

| transcrlpt of the Aprﬂ 27, 2016 meetmg is available as Appendlx A to the o

. Supplemental Cultural Impact Assessment. (See Appendlx I 1 ”Supplemental
Cultural Impact Assessment dated March 2017”7): As part of the SCIA, SCS reached "
- out to 21 persons for consultatron, 3 of whom responded and wanted to be j

mterv1ewed

- Potential Impacts and M1t1gatzon Measures - N
‘In general concerns expressed by the Commurutv in these site v151ts, meetln,qs, and

. Cultural consultatlons focused on the potenhal presence of undocurnented'

‘ archaeolog1ca1 sites w1tth the Pro1ect site that may be 1mpacted bV development ,

of the Project. As documented in Section III.8 of -this FEIS, ‘an Archaeologrcal,' .

 Inventory Survev undertaken and completed by Xamanek Researches in July 1994
identified a total of 20 archaeologrcal sites_within the Petition Area. The,

* Archaeological Inventorv Survev prepared for the DEIS identified an additional "
* archaeological site on the Project. (See: Appendlx E, ”Archaeologrcal Inventory
'Survev dated March 2014 rev1sed August 26, 2015”) —Inaddrtren—To monitor these

@Lan archaeologrcal mon1tor1ng plan was prepared and submltted to SHPD for . -

- review and approval, and was approved and referenced for all recent Work on the

site. The momtormg plan may be found in Appendlx H and W]]l be updated once _‘ " o
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‘ project constructlon is iniﬁated (See Appendlx E, ”Archaeologmal Inventory
Survey dated March 2014 rev1sed Au,c:ust 26 2015”) :

SN

" The concerns expresSed by those interviewed for the SCIA did not focus on
'tradltronal cultural practhes previously or currentlv condiicted W1thm the Project .

area. However, there is the potent1al for tradltlonal cultural pract1ces conducted )

within the greater ahupuu 2 to be impacted by development of the Pro1ect (ie.,

naturallV occurrmg floodmg and run-off generated bv construcuon activities

. within the Pro1ect area which may negatively affect the adjacent areas, ]ncludmg _
" Kalepolepo F1shpond and the Pac1f1c Ocean) As discussed in Section IIL.D.2, the ‘
Appllcant is’ proposmg several measures to mitigation any. potentlal adverse :

drainage 1mpacts caused bV development of the Project, Whlch mcludes under-

- and above ,qround stormwater detention basms For more mformauon on’ the‘

’ 'proposed mlugatlon measures that will be 1mplemented to prov1de a level of o

- ‘-stormwater f]ltrauon and pollutlon control please review Secuon II1. D 2 of thls

The CIA reports that the proposed pro]ect Wlll have no has—ne s1gmf1cant effeets

,‘1mpact on-o cultural resources, behefs, or pract1ces G1ven the culture—hlstoncal—" a

background presented by the CIA and SCIA in addition to the summarlzed restilts
of prior archaeologrcal studies in the prO]ect area-and in the. neighboring areas, the .
7 CIA and SCIA determJned that there are no spec1f1c Valued cultural lustor1cal or
: natural resources within the pro1ect area; nor are there anv traditional and

‘ customarV natrve Hawanan r1,qhts bemg exerc1sed W1tth the project area The}

' long—term use of the pro1ect area: for grazmg and ranchmg act1v1t1es also supports

this conclus1on

The cultural and h1stor1cal background presented in the CIA prepared bV Hana
! J_Pono, LLC and the SCIA prepared by SCS, m addition to the findings of prior
‘archaeological stud1es in the project area and in the ne1,qhbormg areas, support,

‘the findings of the CIA prepared for the Honua ula’ off31te Workforce housmg;‘ o

pro1ect The fmdmgs are that there are.no spec1f1c valued cultural hlstor1cal or.

natural resources Wlthm the pro1ect area. Nor are there anV tradltlonal and]

‘ customarV native Hawanan rlghts being exerc1sed W1tth the pro1ect area. ( See:
- Appendix [-2_ “Cultural Impact Assessment for the proposed Honua ula offs1te
‘ Workforce housm,cﬂr pro1ect dated Aprll 201'& ‘
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From a cultural practices and beliefs perspective, the subject property bears no -
apparent signs of cultural pracﬁces or gatherings currently taking place. The oral -
‘hrstory interviews did not reveal any known gathering places on the subject
. property .Or any access concerns as a result of the proposed pro]ect Therefore it
can be concluded that development of the site will not impact cultural ; resources

on the property or within its immediate vicinity (See Appendlx I“Cultural lmpactf
Assessment Report dated December 2013 revised March and August 2016”)

Notwrthstandrn,gr the ‘absence of valued resources, the Apphcant is erlmg to
. cont1nue meeungs with the Aha Moku members as well as other members of the

'commumtv durrng the Data: Recovery effort proposed for the archaeologrcal sites.

: The fmdrngs of the Archaeolo,q_rcal Morutorm,q program will be conducted under
. the ,quldance and dJrecuve of the SHPD ‘ T

R

- Because there areno valued cultural hlstorrcal or natural resources in the Pro1ect :

‘ site, and because there are no tradltronal and customary native Hawauan I‘IQ,'htS ‘(
' ‘exercrsed Wrthm the Prolect srte such resources —~including; - tradruonal and :
[customarv nauve Hawanan rrghts——wrll not be affected or JmpaJred bv the Pro1ect

Accordrnglv, there are ho feasrble actions needed. to reasonablv protect native -
. 'Hawanan rr,qhts See Ka Pa’akai O Ka Ainav. Land Use Comrn n, State of Hawa1 1, \
- 94 Hawai‘i31,7 P 3d1068 (2000) '

Thank you for partrcrpatlng in the env1ronmental review process. Please feel free.
to call me or Mr. Brett Davis at (808) 242-1955° or e-mall Brett at :
- bdav1s@chpmau1 com should you have any questrons : :

I srncerely apologize for not provrdJng this reply at t.he time of the DEIS,

" Vpubllcatron It was not mtentlonal and was beyond our control

%”%ﬁ%

]ordanE Hart Presrdent ,

- CC: Mr. Charles ]encl(s Owner, Representahve
Mr. Daniel E. Orodenker, Executive Drrector, LUC
Pro]ect File 13+ 029 '




