Comments on the Kaua‘i General Plan Discussion Draft (PUBLIC)
Below is a matrix of public comments from the Kaua‘i General Plan Discussion Draft. Comments from the Open
Houses are contained in a separate file. Please note, some comments in the matrix below are styled differently,
as comments were submitted in various formats.
#

Comment

1

“After a brief review of the contents of this plan, I was shocked to see that parking
facilities was not a major area of consideration in this plan. We need to consider
parking facilities for beach access as well as improved requirements for providing
parking spaces at shopping centers, the civic center, and restaurants.

Commenter &
Source
Marjorie Gifford
(via email)

Princeville shopping center has too many cars there to be considered a stop for
the shuttle even if it is expanded in area. The end of the center nearest the bus
stop is currently packed with cars of people who are taking the bus. This jams up
the lots so that patrons of the businesses cannot find places in which to park at
many times of the day. The bus stop needs to be moved nearer the entrance to
Princeville and away from the business area and parking for cars needs to
be provided in the same vicinity.

2

I'm sure I will find more comments as I read the plan more thoroughly. These two
problems were the most glaring. Please incorporate more beach parking at
places like Sea Lodge Beach, Hideaways Beach, the Beach at the St. Regis, Black
Pot Beach, Larsen's Beach, Rock Quarry Beach, Nawiliwili Beach, and Salt Pond
Beach in particular. These are not on the bus routes and one needs a car to get
there.”
“How can $400K be considered “affordable housing” being offered in a prime
location, covering a great deal of acreage in Hanama’ulu?

Leilani Spencer
(via email)

1

Will there be any large tracts of land being designated for low income families so
that they could eventually purchase, or maybe institute some sort of rent control
so all these families won’t be squeezed out. Our children cannot afford to live
here since the salaries are low and the housing is ridiculously high.
How does the county expect to house all the people who will be required to fill
those low-pay jobs in the government, the resorts, the restaurants, the service
fields if “affordable” is considered $400K minimum?”
3

“A brand new property is being built in Wailua between Marriott Courtyard and
Kauai Coast Resort. And the current properties are never filled up. Many people
go to Vacation Rentals and sadly, they have compromised the once cohesive
neighborhoods in Hanalei, Kapaa, Haena, etc. Why not keep visitors in the
designated licensed visitor locations?

Leilani Spencer
(via email)

Why not push for the long vacant commercial properties to be filled, sold or
demolished before approving more and more commercial properties?
Examples: The old police station building in Lihue, The old Big Save in Lihue, All the
empty spaces in Coconut Marketplace, Safeway Shopping Center, Foodland
Shopping Center, the old abandoned Coconuts Restaurant in Kapaa, the old
abandoned Fish and Chowder House in Kapaa, etc. etc.
Encourage investors to build actual LOW INCOME RENTALS.”
4

“I don’t support continuously considering building wider and more roads.
Traditionally, when you build more & wider roads, it will invite MORE cars,
perhaps more cars than the island can support. Instead, a quicker fix is to focus on
the TIMING of the traffic lights in the congested areas and the careful
management of commercial development.

Leilani Spencer
(via email)

2

Also improving the bus line, increasing the holiday, and weekend runs (when even
more people need it!).
Regular shuttles to places of interests from and sponsored by HOTELS &
TIMESHARE PROPERTIES could reduce the heavy traffic as well.
The northbound left turn lane from the Bypass is marked wrong (no center merge
lane) so it’s very dangerous to turn if there is any traffic at all and then contributes
to the congestion coming from the bypass.
Synchronize the traffic lights! A very economical traffic fix.
Big resorts could do their part by providing airport shuttles so that tourists aren’t
forced to rent a car and congest the road further. They are making big profits from
the beauty of Kauai, so, contributing to the reduction of traffic seems reasonable.”
5

6

“Curbside recycling is the key to success in keeping the landfills in check. It has to
be made easier for the citizens of Kauai. Why can’t the big box stores who have
effectively increased significantly the number of cans, bottles and packaging, step
up to the plate. Costco, for example, could provide recycle bins, or even the
reverse coin return for cans & bottles. They have made huge profits from the
Kauai citizens, but their contribution seems to have been only to be required to
plant native plants.”
“The County Planning Department's New General Plan Draft eliminates Kapaa
Housing opportunities.

Leilani Spencer
(via email)

Greg Allen
(via email)

The plan no longer recommends Hokua Place as an Urban location for much
needed Kapaa housing including affordable housing.

3

This is supposedly due to negative public comments. However there is a strong
consensus that housing is desperately needed in this area. Positive comments are
always abundant at public meetings. 127 out of 128 written comments at the April
East Kauai workshop were in favor of Hokua's residential subdivision being
developed. These comments are even published on the county's own web site. At
countless public meetings during the planning process there has always been a
consensus that housing is needed and traffic needs to be improved.
The Traffic problems will be resolved before housing is built. It is well known that
the Kapaa corridor needs traffic improvements. Plans are already place that will
remedy these concerns. The state, county, and developers all play a part in
providing these solutions. You can see the traffic plans at goo.gl/73bqyr . The
traffic improvements are scheduled to be constructed prior to the needed housing
being built. Hokua owns the middle section of the Kapaa bypass road and has
been freely allowing its use for 15 years while working to assure this housing
development is completely right for Kapaa. Three traffic studies all show that
Hokua's new roadway will allow cars to avoid the roundabout and help relieve
congestion.
HokuaPlace.com is the right kind of housing in the right place.
Ironically, the original plan was to divide this property into fifty agricultural lots.
The county strongly suggested that a residential urban plan be developed instead.
They pointed out that the land was designated as "Urban Center" in the general
plan. They let us know this was the only significant housing opportunity available
for Kapaa. They discouraged agricultural estates and asked us to "do the right
thing". They provided letters of support and in a multitude of meetings
encouraged development of the needed urban housing. We invested in this
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project with this understanding. Now the planning department seems to be trying
to reverse the county's position. If the property remains agricultural, Kapaa will
lose the opportunity to receive greatly needed housing and affordable housing for
our residents. Kapaa could end up with fifty estates on the only land that is
practical for smart residential development. Financial resources and time will have
been wasted. The understanding has been and should remain that we have a
common goal and are working together to provide for and improve our
community.
Please do what you can to assure that our planners don't throw away our housing
opportunities.”
7

“The Urgency of Planning for Kaua'i’s Future. Solution to exclude all card carrying
americans from these lands. Those that think they are property owners are
educated on the truth of how these ISLANDS became overburdened by those that
would and have removed the character and ambiance that once existed. We have
become racists brought to us by the American mindset. America can’t even have a
voting campaign without bringing in “white” “latino” “African-american”, Pink or
colorful people.

Debra Kekaualua
(via email)

Hawaii’s melting pot embraced one another and we did a lot of ‘tongue in cheek’
teasing of our ‘camp’ neighbor. It is no longer that, due to our being brainwashed
and Americanized.
Urgency is real and I praise the day that we can begin giving out green cards OR
that the Akua will bring it full circle.
We can plan on seeing many more murders, drugs, and hate crimes. Not my
kuleana. Ive been sharing these things for all the 45 years on this once lovely
island. Even those Taylor Camp days are preferred over the Ke’e parking party and
grounds stomped on to get to a deeper pond or another experience where they
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will die and the aggravated activist residents will be one step closer to undoing the
American mess, by rising up. We are past expending ‘multi-modal’ or education.
WE already know our history. Unfortunate that due diligence is not practiced by
the bulk of those who would envision this Kauai Plan.
‘Throughout the public process, great effort was placed on “listening” rather than
“telling.” Democracy relies on diverse views and respectful discourse, and the
eighteen-month public process of Kaua'i Kākou followed in that tradition.’
Listening and absence of community is deep in the AHHA/DHHL/OHA as well as
igenoring us and county clown environments. Especially the federal recognitioned
funded non-profit organizations that exude HEWA LOA and slithering snake and
wolves in sheep clothing. That about covers the lawlessness that is all too present
and in your face to be of any value to real people. Only those with an agenda,
have proven themselves to be as fake as the rest. No one can be trusted. That says
it all, really. So sad for those of you who have made it so and unfortunate that at
some point, those same peoples will no longer be a part of OUR community.
“Large land owners” were individually consulted. TYPICAL, but WHY? FACT: no one
lawfully is able to OWN property. It doesn’t work the way that these folks would
like. Read the fine print. There is NO such thing as a deed. There are Kuleana and
crown seal lands issued by Kamehameha, but THAT’s it. Three failed attempts
annexation was put before the U.S. congress, when that didn’t work for them,
Americas politics circumvented congress using ‘joint resolution’. Push comes to
shove we have never been a U.S. Federal Domestic State. We are United Nations
Independent Hawaiian Kingdom acknowledged. So, here is your first clue to
Reality, truth and integrity that only kanaka maoli have to the blatant
misrepresentations that are all America is guilty of, since the Spanish-american
war or civil war before that. We were not told these things in our American public
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schools, but then again, that’s how America has rolled for too long. Suppressing
that of indigenous across the board.
The ‘citizens' advisory committee to the administration, has FAILED testing factual
presumptions and policy development through more than fifteen meetings and
workshops. The Kingdom has been engaged for 124-years alongside the Ku’e
petition. American agency stakeholders? engaged in corrupt multi-day, crosssectoral workshops and helped develop technical studies!!! In short, the “rubbish”
forked tongue of everyone with a fake stake in Kaua'i’s future was sought and
welcomed.
Upon this foundation of American minded community participation, the General
Plan sets in place the vision, goals, policies, and actions to guide fake County
clowns decision-making and partnership efforts into 2035, also describing how
“we will manage projected growth while preserving our most important
resources, places, and qualities”, minus U.S. politicomilitary. We are NOT
American and we do not want to participate in further corrupt behavior by pink
people who do not have a clue, but definitely have an agenda to squash the
reality, truth and integrity.
Kaua‘i Kākou: Moving Forward Together In other places, As in returning to
wherever it is that you hail from. Taking the notion that everyone has a shared
responsibility for defining and implementing the future by leaving here forever, is
often an unfamiliar idea that must be explained or arrived at.
Not here. Kaua‘i’s strengths lie in both the individual and collective sense of
independence from American policies and procedures. It is NOT your kuleana and
never will be. We must rely on Hawaiian nationals, to continue to address
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challenges head on protecting all the physical environment and culture from those
that will be returning to the lands you hail from. Leave Kaua’I out of it.
The Hawaiian Kingdom General Plan encapsulates this spirit, Kaua‘i Kākou. It is for
Nationals to memorializes the conviction that the only way to plan and implement
the vision for Kaua‘i is with all of you gone.
If you bring the United Nations into this planning session, please research recent
inquiry nation-state asking the U.S., “by what means did you acquire Hawaii” or
the United Nations Declaration on The Rights of Indigenous Peoples, in Hawaii
case Independence, free of oppression, federal, with military might that includes
every base, the soldiers, their families, all islands including federal Niihau
Kahoolawe. When that occurs there will no longer be homeless, houseless or
unable to have a reasonable quality of life to what the future otherwise has
already shown and cannot be denied.
Several Decades We have waited and YES, too long already, so let’s leave
everything as it is, restore that which can be, tiny house concept, community selfbuild similar to Habitat, turn-key ten days using any and all unemployed or those
needing other support BESIDES employment towards “Self-sufficient and
Sustainable Kaua‘i for the colorful people of Kaua‘i”. And yes, We need to limit
population, vehicles, and those that obviously maneuver as we well know from so
many past experiences. The communities are already modeled, we can be a model
for outside, once we are stable from visitor, potential new residents, vehicles,
ridding military missile intercept “model” personnel, ONLY per application, entry
and exit authorization documents using the Kingdom policy and procedure as has
been a detailed outline. We the colorful people MUST, step it right. Truth and
Integrity, we owe it to our children and future generations!”

8

“For the benefit of present and future generations, the Independent Hawaiian
Nation-State WILL restore its subdivisions, conserve and protect all of Hawai‘i's
natural beauty and all natural resources (Lands free from issues of ‘ownership’,
the new gold water, air, minerals and all islands-wide PV farms energy sources)…
and WILL promote the development and utilization of these resources in a
manner consistent with konohiki management and flow chart normal showing
decreased or increased self-sufficiency. All public natural resources are pending
not held in trust, released monies and appropriate banking, judicial, as is needed,
but primarily incorporating The various Kupuna Council managers. The
Independence acquisition confirmed, the Hawaiian Nation-State WILL use trust
“tools” to benefit ALL that has heretofore been automatic, ‘nationals’ citizens,
creating valid Birth Certifications using the fraudulent as a tool, social security
continues for those denied retroactively, and much much more. Sort of like trump
being president.”
***Many of these resources are under “private or shared management between
different levels of government”. Yeah, these kinds of issues linger, has
compromised self-sufficiency as has GMO agribusinesses poison. Re-stationing to
another locale ALL military, their families, personal and mostly MISSILES. Stop
Robinson association with Federal U.S.
The General Plan identifies those resources and qualities in need of stewardship,
identifies issues and challenges, and sets forth policies that strengthen, uphold, or
support their protection. The Heritage Resource Map identifies where resources
in need of protection are concentrated. These maps and others included in this
General Plan serve as a guide to identify areas where development should not
occur.
There is great concern that the cost of living has pushed local families away from
Kaua'i, and keeps many families in or near poverty. The fact is, the majority of
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new and available housing is not affordable to the average working household.
This has also led to a sense that development contributes to inequality by serving
off-island interests. When transportation and electricity costs are factored in, the
average household spends more than 60 percent of its income on housing and
transportation. Some residents manage the high cost of living through backyard
food production, hunting, fishing, and multiple jobs. Others turn living rooms into
bedrooms for long-term guests and extended family. Still yet, the number of
homeless individuals and families on the island is increasing, and many more are
at risk of becoming homeless. Those unable to manage the costs become the
working poor, continually in “survival mode” – or they abandon Kaua'i and seek
opportunity elsewhere. Reversing this trend means ensuring that Kaua‘i residents,
regardless of factors such as geographic location, age, race, gender, and economic
status, have access to housing that is adequate, employment that can sustain their
needs, essential services, transportation options, and opportunities for recreation
and enjoyment of shared spaces. It means making sure that planning and land
development decisions do not unfairly burden disadvantaged groups. It means
encouraging and celebrating diverse, mixed income neighborhoods. It means
providing for workforce housing in new growth areas and areas to be
redeveloped, and providing access to services and opportunities in rural
communities so that the people there can maintain their desired lifestyle while
meeting their needs. This General Plan includes policies that will help Kaua‘i
provide for the needs of its people from keiki to kupuna. This will require creative
thinking, collaboration, and collective action in the spirit of Kaua‘i Kākou.”
8

”1.0 VISION, GOALS & POLICIES FOR THE FUTURE
2.0 .................................
3.0 1-1 1.1 Vision and Goals
.....................................................................................................

Debra Kekaualua
(via email)
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4.0 1-6 1.1.1 A Sustainable Island
.........................................................................................
5.0 .-8 1.1.2 A Unique and Beautiful Place
...................................................................................
6.0 1-10 1.1.3 A Healthy and Resilient People
.................................................................................
7.0 An Equitable Place, with Opportunity for All
 Kaua'i is a place of unique natural beauty that has never to rare honored the
truth against the audacity of overthrow and to date fraud, ruse that dismisses its
Native Hawaiian heritage, values historic places, and is shaped by diverse
languages and cultural traditions;
Kaua'i is an Island of too many transplants and visitor mindset unique to wherever
they arrive from. We are no longer united, after 124 years of military occupation,
PMRF missile intercept fears, all of which Americanization disregarded and
disallowed a common vision, in care of neighbors, friends and ‘ohana;
Kaua'i is a place where rural character and natural landscapes are savagely being
disconnected from that which was perfection. What has been preserved, is what
the powerful government does incorrectly and that rarely to never has matched.
Our walkable communities separated by scenic and functional open spaces, most
of which the tourists deaths have us unlawful if we are to attempt to get to any of
these prized sites, as well as the ‘private lands’ which is another farce that is not
recognized for obvious reasons. People can’t own what is in trust for the
nationals; 
Kaua'i is at a place, where we must no longer welcome visitors, INSTEAD providing
adequate facilities for the residents, homeless and otherwise priced out from their
home. The variety of cultural and recreational opportunities for visitors only, rare
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to never for residents, and continuing maintaining the principles of Aloha and
Mālama Āina while we always must suffer the consequences, Always.
Kaua'i WAS a place with healthy people and vibrant community life, safe facilities
for walking and biking, places to gather and socialize, and venues for arts and
culture, until some haole died, now mostly in lockdown as are we as a people.
Kaua'i WAS a resilient community that shared kuleana in planning for the future,
proactively responding to and preparing for changes, and providing for the needs
of people from keiki to kupuna.
Kaua'i is a place that supports agriculture, a GMO diversity of farming practices
that produces questionable ‘seed’ food and other products that contribute to
what has become unhealthy to Kaua‘i’s population, even during the plantation
days, increased is what it is ‘corporate self-sufficiency’.
Kaua'i is an Island of economic opportunity that every kind of mostly outsider
businesses, cottage industries, and entrepreneurs thrive, and where youth are
bored to death, literally with the amount of suicide. Highly at risk, public charter
schools versus upkeep of the DoE, have implications that show how outdated and
costly the so-called ‘education, enrichment and economic opportunity’ spoken of
herein. 
Kaua'i is NOT a place where housing for all ages and income levels is integrated
into the fabric of each community, and where people can live close to work and
recreational opportunities. More homelessness than ever before. Close all base
housing, some of the hotels and condos turn them.
United Nations involvement should outline the document that is supposed to
assist our Hawaiian Kingdom restored and excludes, Americas policy and
procedures as herein being developed ‘plan’.”
9

“Aloha.

Valerie Weiss
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(via email)
Thank you for the work giving Kauai an exhaustive plan. It is filled with wonderful
ideas and happy plans for a future that somehow has enough financial resources
for implementation. This statement from the plan below, suggests what is
possible under the plan but not probable:
By 2035, We Envision an East Kaua‘i Where: Residents enjoy a high quality of life
in a rural setting Natural resources are protected and open spaces and public
access are preserved Agricultural lands are farmed, productive, and protected
Affordable housing opportunities exist for local residents Archaeological, historic,
and cultural places in our community are honored, preserved, and maintained
New recreational facilities provide safe and healthy opportunities for youth and
adults Historic Kapaa‘a Town maintains its western plantation character, is livable
and walkable, with mixed uses, pedestrian-friendly streets, bike paths, new
parking, and public transit A range of visitor accommodation types are in place,
and new attractions have opened Deferred infrastructure needs have been
addressed Public transit service has increased and is integrated into new
developments.
....To provide for this expansion “a high quality of life in a rural setting” would not
be available any longer after building all the needed affordable and nonaffordable housing. We would need a build out on all existing residentially zoned
parcels as well as rezone and build on other parcels to accomplish the needed
construction. We must do that as the plan tells us there is not enough zoned
residential land to accommodate the proposed residential
construction. Additionally the plan tells to be aware of other ENTITLED Land
Projects that could be developed at any time, as those permits to build ‘run with
the land’.
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‘If’ we did build those residential units, identified as needed, the plan mentions
other accompanying projects needed such as larger harbor accommodations for
interisland and overseas shipping. Per the plan, we would need to develop more
drinking water sources, enlarge the waste water treatment facility at Lydgate as
well as monitor our waste water injection sites, and with our extra money get
island cesspools changed to septic, plus all the rest of the infrastructure upgrades
. Not to mention new schools and parks and much more.
Yet we still cannot even manage to enlarge our current streets to accommodate
the traffic we have now. Until the time arrives that we can catch up with our
severe backlog of infrastructure projects, this plan should have no consequence
and should not be approved.
Any General Plan should state simply that until all infrastructure and roads are up
to current demand, that no other plans can be made.”
10

“Removal of the Hokua Place from the urban center designation has a significant
negative impact on potential improvement to our critical housing shortage, and is
short sighted especially since is it based on “perceived impacts to traffic”.

Dough Haigh
(via email)

Concentrating growth in and around 3 nodes of existing development along the
Kūhiō Highway rather than at Hokua Place cannot provide a similar increase in
available housing and encourages development in areas within tsunamis
evacuation zones and potential future flood zones as our coastline is impacted by
global warming environmental changes. It would also increase pressure to allow
development of higher density housing projects that would negatively impact the
Small Town character of Kapaa.
Since you acknowledge the following how can the change be justified:
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“However, we must highlight the removal of such a large potential for housing, a
need consistent with another community goal and policy, would leave the island
with a bigger housing deficit and potentially exacerbate the housing crisis
currently catalogued and identified in the public consultation process.”
11

“Dear Mike De Helig and Planning Department,
We are writing to request an extension of the comment period for the
General Plan Discussion Draft, until February 14,2017

Micheal and Jenica
Waymen
(via email)

Due to the depth and breadth of the Discussion Draft and the Neighborhood
Associations' commitment to making a meaningful contribution in terms of
our analysis and building common ground around key issues, we respectfully
request this extension in order to provide solution-based input to the
document.
We have close to forty people who have signed up to join small, voluntary
working groups specific to the 10 sectors and associated components of the
plan, and continue to sign up more as people become informed about this.”
12

“Aloha Kauai Planning Team
I recently returned from a trip on the mainland.
After viewing several farms, I am deeply concerned about the proposed Dairy
Farm in Poipu.
A person is unable to breath for miles around these farms.
The run off is hazardous to all the water surrounding the farm.
Farmers told me the damage to the land is irreversible.
My question is what happened to the other dairy farm on the island and why was
it not profitable?

Marianne Martin
(via email)
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I understand that we can't process the milk on Kauai and it ships to Oahu.
Won't that make the milk more expensive to return back to Kauai?
I am a strong proponent for developing more ag on Kauai, the Garden Island.
I just believe that the location of this Dairy Farm is wrong.
So close to the ocean, so close to the best golf course in Poipu.
And check out the prevailing winds.
It's gusty this week, and I am convinced the smell and bugs will affect the rest of
the residences and resorts downwind.
Please do everything you can to prevent this from happening.
If the owner is so concerned about the island, read about the homeless here on
Kauai. Why not build container homes on this land and give each of the families a
garden. They could sell their produce at the farmers markets around the island.”
13

“Dear Mike De Helig and Planning Department,

Joan McCauley
(via email)

We are writing to request an extension of the comment period for the General
Plan Discussion Draft, until February 14,2017
Due to the depth and breadth of the Discussion Draft and the Neighborhood
Associations' commitment to making a meaningful contribution in terms of our
analysis and building common ground around key issues, we respectfully request
this extension in order to provide solution-based input to the document.
We have close to forty people who have signed up to join small, voluntary working
groups specific to the 10 sectors and associated components of the plan, and
continue to sign up more as people become informed about this.
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Thank you for granting this extension request from the many people across Kauai
who are concerned that the new General Plan should represent a realistic
structure for designing and guiding Kauai's future through the next twenty years.”
14

“Dear Mike De Helig and Planning Department,

Carol Loyd
(via email)

We are writing to request an extension of the comment period for the General
Plan Discussion Draft, until February 14,2017
Due to the depth and breadth of the Discussion Draft and the Neighborhood
Associations' commitment to making a meaningful contribution in terms of our
analysis and building common ground around key issues, we respectfully request
this extension in order to provide solution-based input to the document.
We have close to forty people who have signed up to join small, voluntary working
groups specific to the 10 sectors and associated components of the plan, and
continue to sign up more as people become informed about this.
Thank you for granting this extension request from the many people across Kauai
who are concerned that the new General Plan should represent a realistic
structure for designing and guiding Kauai's future through the next twenty years.”
15

“Mahalo for extending time for the public-at-large to have time to review aspects
of the Kauai General Plan and to offer commentary to express concerns,
suggestions, and issues and to provide opportunities for collaborative efforts and
balanced participation in the process of envisioning and actualizing the realm,
depth, and breadth of how to shape and define our beloved Kaua'i for future
generations, keeping in mind how important it is to weigh and consider the

Jose Bulato
(via email)
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multitude of priorities which may need to be carefully scrutinized in the decisionmaking processes!”
Removal of the Hokua Place from the urban center designation has a significant
negative impact on potential improvement to our critical housing shortage, and is
short sighted especially since is it based on “perceived impacts to traffic”.

Doug Haigh
(via email)

Concentrating growth in and around 3 nodes of existing development along the
Kūhiō Highway rather than at Hokua Place cannot provide a similar increase in
available housing and encourages development in areas within tsunamis
evacuation zones and potential future flood zones as our coastline is impacted by
global warming environmental changes. It would also increase pressure to allow
development of higher density housing projects that would negatively impact the
Small Town character of Kapaa.
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Since you acknowledge the following how can the change be justified:
“However, we must highlight the removal of such a large potential for housing, a
need consistent with another community goal and policy, would leave the island
with a bigger housing deficit and potentially exacerbate the housing crisis
currently catalogued and identified in the public consultation process.”
“Dear Mike De Helig and Planning Department,

Eileen Conrad
(via email)

We are writing to request an extension of the comment period for the General
Plan Discussion Draft, until February 14,2017
Due to the depth and breadth of the Discussion Draft and the Neighborhood
Associations' commitment to making a meaningful contribution in terms of our
analysis and building common ground around key issues, we respectfully request
this extension in order to provide solution-based input to the document.
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We have close to forty people who have signed up to join small, voluntary working
groups specific to the 10 sectors and associated components of the plan, and
continue to sign up more as people become informed about this.
Thank you for granting this extension request from the many people across Kauai
who are concerned that the new General Plan should represent a realistic
structure for designing and guiding Kauai's future through the next twenty years.”
18

“Please extend the deadline to mid February to give all of us a chance to review
and discuss the plan.”

Donna Page
(via email)
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“Even the name Kauai Kakou promotes why this island is imbued with synergy and
sustainability values.

Sharon Douglas
(via Email

Delighted to read how our energy production is shifting to renewables. Am
wondering whether there is a way to collaborate with solar roads in Idaho so
Kauai, like the Netherlands, can install solar roads - or bike paths at least - and
maybe with Tesla and Solar City get roofs that support a sustainable and
renewable energy grid.
Having a Living Machine, like Vermont, could also be an educational and
functional tourist attraction.
Linking or expanding education to include collaboration between students and the
elderly - another idea the Dutch experimented with and being done in parts of the
USA - also seems viable, given Kauai's value of aloha.
Beyond cremations and burials we may want to consider ocean burials like Bodhi
Be offers on Maui...or even organic burial pods.
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No doubt many of these ideas have come up and been discussed - and I think it's
good to keep imagining what is possible.
Thank you again to all the people who malama aina and malama pono.”
20

“In July 2015, after months of Community Workshops and Group Meetings, the
South Kauai Community Plan was drafted and approved by the Planning
Department. Section 6.1.2.3 Visitor Designated Area states that “ The County’s
Visitor Designation Area (VDA) boundary shall be amended to include the areas
within the Resort Land Use shown on Figure 4.1.” Figure 4.1 includes Lawai Road,
west of the Beach House Restaurant, and includes our home located at 4792
Lawai Road. This expansion extends to Spouting Horn. The proposed General Plan
deletes this approved expansion along a portion of Lawai Road. Thereafter on July
1,2015 Bill No. 2576 was approved by the Council, with the South Kauai
Community Plan incorporated by reference.

Mark McCaslin
(via email)

The purpose of this message is to request that the section of Lawai Road west of
the Beach House Restaurant be included in the VDA, as approved by the Planning
Department and supported by the South Kauai community. While there were
objections by a few homeowners in the vicinity of Hoona Rd (not included in the
VDA expansion plan), there have been no objections regarding the VDA
designation for the west end of Lawai Road, which compelled inclusion of this
area in the VDA. The important consideration is that this section of Lawai Road,
contiguous to Kukuiula, is primarily and historically a vacation rental area. We
have owned our home since 1959, and continuously made it available as a
vacation rental, as have most of our neighbors. This section of Lawai Road has
only a couple of full time residents. Changing the zoning designation of our rental
homes from annually licensed TVA rentals to permanent rentals in the VDA zone
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will not alter the ownership rights or enjoyment of those who do not rent at this
time. Hence, no objections were raised during the many months of South Kauai
community outreach. By contrast, the area around Hoona Road has full time
residents, including Sam Lee, who was rightfully concerned about changing the
character of the neighborhood with additional short term rentals, and increased
property taxes. The Planning Commission decided wisely that the character of our
area would not change, short term rentals would not appreciably increase and a
zone change to VDA would not be as much an expansion of the resort area as a
confirmation of what that area currently is.
In terms of fairness, mauka of Lawai Road, Kukuiula enjoys resort zoning (current
mauka homes and future phase along Lawai Road ) while makai does not. Our our
homes are oceanfront high-end second home vacation rentals, contributing in a
very positive way to the economy by way of property taxes a notch below hotels,
TA and GA taxes and customers to support the local retail community. We are a
unique sub area in all of Kauai left out of the VDA and should be recognized as
such as per the Planning Department’s initial vote. Further, homes along this
stretch of Lawai Road are not for the most part primary residences. For those who
are not currently licensed to rent, when they sell their homes, the market will be
second home buyers, who may want to rent, but will be denied. This adds a
chilling effect on the marketability for those homes. The ability of the buyers
thereafter to vacation rent their homes is entirely compatable with the
overwhelming majority of the neighborhood, and appropriate.
In draft Ordinance 990 ( Bill No. 2576) Chapter 10, Article 6 of the Kauai County
Code 1987 was to be replaced with the South Kauai Community Plan provisions, a
Community Plan “ developed through a robust public participation program
with guidance from a citizens advisory committee”. The Bill was approved on July
1, 2015 by 5 Council members, with one objection and two not voting. Why, given
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this support by the majority of the Council, and the Community, does the
proposed General Plan delete the inclusion of the portion of Lawai Road which
was determined to appropriately be included in the VDA ? What may be
appropriate for other areas on Kauai were determined to be worthy of exception
for the primarily TVA section of Lawai Road from the Beach House Restaurant to
Spouting Horn.
I respectively request that the spirit of the South Kauai Community Plan and the
determination of the Planning Department be implemented as to the inclusion
into the VDA of that portion of Lawai Road, as shown on Figure 4-1 of the South
Kauai Community Plan.”
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“We are writing to thank you for your extension of the comment period for the
General Plan Discussion Draft for two additional weeks.
This letter is to request that the extension continue until February 14, 2017.

Laurel Quarton,
Neighborhood
Associations of
Kaua‘i
(via email)

Due to the depth and breadth of the Discussion Draft and the Neighborhood
Associations' commitment to making a meaningful contribution in terms of our
analysis and building common ground around key issues, we respectfully request
this extension in order to provide meaningful input to the document.
We have close to forty people who have volunteered to join small, working groups
specific to the 10 sectors and associated components of the plan, and continue to
sign up more as people become informed about this.
Thank you for granting this extension request from the many people across Kauai
who want to see the new General Plan provide a realistic structure for designing
and guiding Kauai's future through the next twenty years.”
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“We are writing to request an extension of the comment period for the General
Plan Discussion Draft, until February 14,2017

Ada & Arie Koene
(via email)

Due to the depth and breadth of the Discussion Draft and the Neighborhood
Associations' commitment to making a meaningful contribution in terms of our
analysis and building common ground around key issues, we respectfully request
this extension in order to provide solution-based input to the document.
We have close to forty people who have signed up to join small, voluntary working
groups specific to the 10 sectors and associated components of the plan, and
continue to sign up more as people become informed about this.
Thank you for granting this extension request from the many people across Kauai
who are concerned that the new General Plan should represent a realistic
structure for designing and guiding Kauai's future through the next twenty years.”
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“I appreciate the outreach efforts especially to solicit comments from the
community. I’m still reading the Draft and feel the comment period is too short
to give meaningful feedback. On behalf of Malama Mahaulepu, I’d like to request
that you consider an extension of the comment period.”

Suzanne
Kashiwaeda,
Malama Māhā‘ulepū
(via email)
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“I've reviewed the draft Kauai Plan and feel it is much better organized and
comprehensible than the previous plan.

Dr. Richard Olsen
(via email)

My comments are:
1. Under section #3 (p2-46) Wastewater. There is no plan to solve the problem
with the cesspools or Individual Wastewater Systems in the Wailua Homesteads
area. This area has one of the highest population densities on Kauai, yet there is
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no plan to solve the waste water problem. There are other comparable areas on
Kauai where this problem is not addressed. The only solution to this problem is
the installation of sewer lines and waste water treatment plants. If there is no
plan, it will never happen.
2. I highly commend the writers for Table 3-1 (p3-4) General Plan Goals and
Performance Measures. This is a well known Quality Control approach to
measuring project goals or performance measures using quantitative data. I would
suggest that this approach be applied to all sections in the plan.”
25

“Additional General Plan comments
relating to HOKUA PLACE:

Valerie Weiss
(via email)

In addition to finding the general plan unacceptable due to NO PLAN TO BRING
CURRENT INFRASTRUCTURE UP TO DATE FIRST, Hokua Place should not be
approved bordering our heaviest used area on Kauai’s East Side.
Hokua Place absolutely would make living, driving, shopping, and recreating
intolerable in the area. An extra turn lane here and a bus stop there, as well as a
short connecting bike/walking path into Kapaa will not alleviate the impact of this
huge development to our poorly planned and seriously lacking
infrastructure. Kauai County does not have the funds to widen the structurally
compromised Wailua Bridge, build more thoroughfares, and increase the sewer
capacity at Lydgate, nor is Hokua Place offering the funds. Until the time that we
do have those funds, considering Hokua Place is irresponsible.
Do not saddle us with more growth along with no mediation for the existing
flawed lack of planning we are barely dealing with now.”
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“Action “a” under Permitting Actions:
Reduce TVRs in extreme tsunami zones to maybe 1 TVR unit per TMK, this would
help in emergency evacuations, especially in areas like Hanalei where our police
and fire department will need to evacuate Hanalei School. TVRs can more than
double the amount of people that need to be evacuated and this could cause
severe safety problems.”

Rose Vali
(via dropbox)
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“Action “g” under Plans and Studies:
Add - a planning initiative for an islandwide Kauai "USDA Farm to School" program
and review current governmental studies that shows in agricultural areas like ours
-- this can be the best way to create a more equitable food system. Helping the
most vulnerable first, the children, and their families. School kitchens can then
place their uneaten farm fresh foods at community centers for evening meals and
no one on Kauai will go to bed hungry.

Rose Vali
(via dropbox)

“Action “t” under Partnership Needs:
Please add Schools to this list. Our children should have greater access to the
produce grown on our island. This would also create another market for our island
farmers.
The USDA has a Fresh Fruit and Vegetable Program for public schools. Malama
Kauai with the USDA are piloting this program in Kauai's charters school but we
should roll out this program in all schools and for all of our island keiki.”
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“North Shore Preliminary Vision and Priorities:
A North Shore Preliminary Vision & Priorities needs to be included in the plan.
Currently states that communities in Hanapepe-Eleele are doing the planning for
North Shore.”

Rose Vali
(via dropbox)
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“p. 1-16 Policy #12:

Beryl Blaich
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"all forms of agriculture" seems like too broad a statement since some forms of
(via Dropbox)
agriculture may not meet the criteria of "sustainable" - not depleting resources for
the future.
p. 1-17 Policy #13:
Should be “watersheds” (plural)”
30

“p. 2-1, second paragraph:
Delete extra word “and” in last sentence.

Beryl Blaich
(via Dropbox)

p. 2-1 Action “c” under Projects (development of greenways that serve as
corridors for native species…):
Does this project belong in this mauka watershed section? The makai section? Or
both?
p. 2-6 Threat of Non-Point Pollution second paragraph (reference to impaired
inland and marine water bodies):
This should be listed, at the very least, in an appendix.
p. 2-8 Action “d” under Permitting Actions (specify BMP’s as a condition of…):
Specify or Require best management practices...etc.
p. 2-8 Action “b” under Plans and Studies (Establish a drainage system
database…):
Partners (DLNR, Watershed Alliances, others) needed to establsh drainage system
database?”
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“Mahalo to the Planning Department for making the decision not to change the
zoning from agriculture to urban ! Mahalo for protecting our aina. We need more

Abigail Jones
(via email)
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agriculture to become self sustaining. I am writing to express my vehement
disapproval of changing the zoning from agriculture to urban on the 93 acres
behind the Middle School. Planning department please stay strong and stick with
your denial of their request to change this zoning. Can you imagine the impact of
800 houses, which equals at least 1600 cars feeding into the Kapaa corridor ? I live
in Kapaa in kapahi and because of the traffic have had to change my life style to
only shopping at night to avoid the traffic. Don't let any developers add to the
congestion. It's not affordable housing anyway, even the 25% they are proposing
would most likely be too pricey for our local people to purchase. Do we really
want to invite more out of state people to move here or do we want to protect
and sustain this beautiful island before it is destroyed ?
Please stay strong? Don't let them buy you off by offering you a free parcel or
other perks, like they did with Maryanne Kusaka with Kealia Kai.”
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“RE: Dec. 6 Princeville meeting:
Why in the middle of the day? What about those of us who work in the daytime?
One evening on the westside is great, but it is all the way on the westside. For
people who live and work on the eastside and northside, this is a difficult drive
through the notoriously congested Kapaa Krawl.
Can you schedule an evening session that is accessible to most of the population
who live on the Eastside?”

Stephanie
Blakemore
(via email)
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“I think the plan, overall, is clearly the result of hard work by folks who care about
the future of Kauai. Not a perfect plan, for sure, but a good plan.”

Bob Lehardy
(via email)

“I'm haole, married a local girl who was born and raised in Anahola, and we have
been married for 34 years. Military careers kept us off island for a long time, but
we were fortunate to be able to move back in May.
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Visiting over the past 34 years, I've seen steady increases in new construction,
increased travel time due to traffic congestion, litter along our streets and
highways, and ocean debris on our beaches. We seem to be distancing ourselves
from the primary focus of our kupuna, to care for the aina.
I think we need to ensure that we do not allow tourism to grow unchecked. Not
sure exactly how to do that, but having so many visitors here is causing stress on
scarce island resources, and if we do not control it, it will control itself once Kauai
is no longer considered the "Garden Isle". I'd also like to say that coming from San
Antonio, another popular tourist destination, that community leaned heavily on
tourists for tax contributions to help offset their impact on the community. There
are extra taxes on lodging and rental cars that are mostly used by visitors. If we
are not already doing that, we should; if we are, we should consider hiking those
fees.
I'm also concerned about housing, and the lack of affordable housing here. Given
that, I'm not convinced that the planned Hokua Place subdivision is the answer.
From what I've read, the developers would be adding 700-900 units to an area
that already has challenges. Aside from the fact that they want to use State of
Hawaii ag land, those homes equal more cars, more demand on the local grocers,
schools, and other community resources. We need housing, but I'm not convinced
that we need this development in this location.
Lastly, this plan is a large document. It is important and needs to be read, carefully
and thoroughly, by everyone in the community. I'm not sure we have allowed for
enough time or enough outreach meetings to allow folks to digest and then
provide good feedback. Please consider extending this review and for more
community sessions.”
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“While preservation of public access to coastal areas are addressed, the
preservation of access to natural resources that comprise a large part of the
“local” life has fallen to the wayside. As a youngster growing up on Kaua'I,
my weekends were filled with family hiking and swimming adventures to the
Keālia Slippery Slide, Hoopii Falls and Kīlauea Falls. My children experienced only
a portion of these natural swimming holes and my grandchildren will never see
them. As more and more wealthy landowners purchase property, gates and other
barriers are installed to stop access. While we may never be able to recover
access to these areas, the General Plan should influence policies that prohibit
further denial of public access to any remaining recreational natural areas.

Shelley Teraoka
(via email)

Page 2-15
“Efforts to date have thus far prevented ecologically destructive invasive species
such as snakes, mongooses, the varroa mite, coqui frogs, and little fire ants from
establishing lasting footholds on Kaua'i. Other invasive species such as miconia
and feral cats are established on the island and require effective management and
containment strategies to minimize their impacts.”
Comment: Why aren’t rats and mice are not listed as invasive species? Although
we humans have failed miserably at controlling their population, the feral cats
have done an incredible job. This has been my personal experience at my
residence. The immediate neighboring property was purchased by a construction
company whose employees enjoy their off work hours in the open garage
converted to an outside lanai. Soon after their arrival, I began to experience many
mice in my home. A short time later, several cats took up residence at my home
and definitely controlled the mouse population. As the cats have a tendency to
multiply themselves, I have over the past several years, “fixed” at my own
expense the members of the cat community. Today, several of them still reside as
outside feral “pets” and still work to control mice in our neighborhood.
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I understand and strongly object to Kaua'i Invasive Species Committee’s intent to
rid the entire island of feral cats. A more humane protocol should be considered
by the GP to control the feral cat population. Rather than unilaterally euthanizing
all captured cats, trap, neuter and release should be considered. Trapped cats
that exhibit clipped ears should be allowed to live out their lives. This method has
worked in controlling the number of cats in the colony I am familiar with. The
KISC methodology of euthanasia will result in overpopulation of rats and mice.
Pg. 2-16
1 b. – Prohibit local nurseries from selling plants identified as “invasive
species”. Strawberry guava has been so identified yet is available for sale.
1 f. – Include “humane” as descriptive protocol for minimizing current feral cat
population. KISC or any other organization should not be given carte blanc
authority to euthanize any and all cats.
Pg. 2-18
“Adopt a comprehensive animal control ordinance to reduce or eliminate
population of feral, abandoned, and stray cats.”
Please add proviso including “trap, neuter and release” as acceptable means of
reduction of feral cats.”
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“Please include in your planning traffic mitigation in the Wailua - Kapaa area. It's
getting uncontrollable with no solutions in sight.
Especially in the area fronting Wailua Houselots and Wailua Homesteads fronting
the old Coco Palms. What is the plan to mitigate traffic when the
hotel becomes operational? It will be a COMPLETE NIGHTMARE!

June H.
(via email)
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To help mitigate this, you need to build a bypass road that will connect the road
from the Homesteads, through the back of Coco Palms, through Wailua Houselots
and hook up to the current bypass road. To make this road more usable, you also
need to connect the bypass road to the main shopping centers, by Safeway,
Foodland, and Big Save, which are the most frequented areas in Kapaa. Even if it
takes condemnation of some land in Wailua Houselots in order to build this by
pass hook up road, it would be for the greater good of the wide majority of the
population. Pay these people enough to afford new housing in a good location. It
will be well worth it.
As it is now, the situation will only worsen until traffic will come to a complete
standstill!!!! Don't wait for the hotel to open --- it will be too late!!!”
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“It makes me giggle when I think of those who don't consider the full brunt of
global warming, and what we now face.

Howard Johnson
(via email)

At a minimum, there is sea level rise to contend with. That means moving the
county's landfill to higher ground, not a simple task. And reconstructing lowland
roads to higher ground; an expensive endeavor to say the least.
But those are simple and cheap compared to figuring out how to feed our
overpopulated island, using only renewable energy, as we are now grossly
overpopulated I think, with way more humans than we can ever expect to
feed. To make matters worse as the oceans warm up, and our coral continues to
die, and the oceans gradually acidify from carbon sequestration, messing up the
very ability of crustaceans to form shells, we have I think, a struggle not to far
ahead, of enormous proportions.
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So I giggle, when I see those putting this master plan together, with what appears
to be myopic vision, not even able to see the very first important steps we must
now take.
So show me I am wrong. Show me you can produce a plan of epic dimensions, of
courage, and foresight to deal with the most important struggle life on earth has
had since the 5th great extinction. This summer we went to listen to the author of
The Sixth Extinction speak.
I think what we need is something in excess of a WWII effort.
Can we please plan for this?
This shouldn't be just a part of the master plan. It should be THE master plan.
p.s. 35 years ago I took the first CO2 measurements in Tucson for Professor
George Dawson. I designed and built the electronics to run the instrument. We
have known about this challenge for a long, long time. Yet, another year goes by,
and the earth breaks 12 straight months of temperature records. When will find
the courage to face it head on? After we are all at war to try and survive on the
last meals on earth? On a more personal note, a wild fire nearly burned down my
Eastern Sierra home last winter, in Feburary. There should have been snow there
in February! This winter-time fire was unprecedented.
This is going to get out of hand.”
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“Without the text of the DGP as a reference point, I don’t have a full
understanding of the context and application of the policies. As such, my

Anne Walton
(via email)
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comments are limited to the principles as provided by the Planning Dept. in
August 2016
POINTS OF CONSIDERATION
In General:






If we were to set some specific targets for much of the policy points below, it
would be far more binding and functional in terms of actually realizing some
measureable results in regards to managing growth and determining more
specifically what kind of growth we would like to see. Otherwise, this is just
guidance and there is nothing binding about it.
If those targets could also be linked to meeting sustainability targets (e.g., the
Aloha+ Challenge targets), then we can actually serve 2 purposes – controlling
growth and moving towards a more sustainable model for the future on an
island with limited resources, space, and opportunities correcting mistakes.
Our Mayor signed onto this initiative in July 2014.
Having said the above, I would strongly recommend we set specific short, long
and mid-term measureable and accountable milestones for what has to be
achieved within certain time increments between 2020 and 2035. If these
milestones are not achieved, then there needs to be some accountability by
the county and a course correction made in a timely manner before the next
milestones are to be met.

Specific Comments on the Policy Points:
1. Manage Growth to Preserve Rural Character


“. . . by limiting supply of developable land to an amount adequate for future
needs”: 1) We need to consider an island-wide target for percentage of nondevelopable vs developable land to be maintained as such in perpetuity. 2)
We need to be prescriptive about a more stringent due process for preventing
or controlling changes in land use designations (e.g. Hokua Place). 3) We need
to put statutes of limitations on land development permits if not exercised
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within a given time frame (10 years?). 4) We need to have the ability to
change the terms and conditions of a land development permit if not
exercised within a lesser time frame (such as 5 years) based on extenuating
circumstances (i.e., unanticipated rate of coastal erosion).



“ . . . ensuring new development occurs inside growth boundaries and is
compact and walkable”: 1) Need to be more descriptive and set targets for
high density development areas (e.g., to include mixed uses, easy access to
public transportation, incorporating green areas, incorporating common
use areas, etc.). 2) This is a good place to start to make a nexus between
high density areas that also include: housing for working families (policy
#2), healthy and complete neighborhoods (policy #4), reduce the cost of
living (policy #6), etc., etc. 3) If you agree with this, do we need to set
targets (% of new developments) for how many of these “high density
models” should be part of our future planning.

2. Providing Housing for Working Families





see comments above
“ . . . eliminating onerous regulatory barriers”: This is a slippery slope and if
regulatory standards are set for the protection of civil society, then they
should apply to all development projects regardless of what kind of
housing. “Eliminating regulatory barriers” means cutting corners, and/or
making exceptions. This is not acceptable. If there is a problem with the
“regulatory barriers”, then fix that, don’t make exceptions to the rules.
“ . . . forming active public-private partnerships”: The best way to do this is
through high density, multiple-use development which will more attractive
to investors - so it might be good to be more explicit about the “how”.

3. Recognize the Identity of Kauai’s Individual Towns and Districts
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no comments

4. Recognize the Identity of Kauai’s Individual Towns and Districts






“safe roads”: Needs a definition and examples such as – “maintained for
safe and comfortable transit for motorized vehicles, as well as ample space
for alternative forms of transportation such as bicycles to co-exist with
vehicles on the road bed, and safe walking corridors for pedestrians”.
“ functional parks”: 1) Also needs a definition. 2) We should set targets for
“urban green space” as a driver for converting derelict or underutilized
space into parks; for identifying appropriate locations for new parks as
“rest areas”; and, encouraging the county to invest in parks by purchasing
undeveloped areas (e.g., the space next to the 2 new hotels going up next
the Marriott Courtyard is a prefect example of what should have been set
aside as a park).
“ . . . access to jobs, commerce, transit and public services”: Again, this
eludes to the need for high density, multiple-use housing development
areas – so why not set targets in order to be explicit about this need (see
policy #2 comments).

5. Make Strategic Infrastructure Investments


The way the sub-text is written only speaks to future growth and does not
address current deficits in meeting our basic infrastructure needs. As such,
we should be addressing current needs before we start addressing future
development needs (with the intent of considering both present and
future needs for the purpose of creating some efficiencies). And, at the
same time, it should be explicitly stated that no new development can take
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place (or new permits issued) until we first meet our current infrastructure
needs.
6. Reduce the Cost of Living


“ Reduce the cost of housing and transportation . . .”: huh? This whole
policy piece makes no sense to me and seems a bit misguided. Take a look
around, are folks willing to give up SUVs and pick-up trucks to ride the bus
and by doing so reduce the cost of transportation to their pocket and
consequently reduce the cost of living? No. I think this policy would serve
the people of Kauai better by identifying the need to “diversify income
generation opportunities”. That would make a more significant
contribution to improving families’ standards of living and ability to afford
living on Kauai. I don’t know about national statistics (for either neighbor
islands or mainland), but don’t think 50% of income going to housing and
transportation seems all that unusual – and I am sure it must be higher on
Oahu and/or the west coast. (Note: also see comments for policy #14)

7. Build A Balanced Transportation System
8. Address Wailua-Kapa‘a Traffic




These 2 should be combined and eliminate the heading for #8. Maybe no
one has been paying attention, but over the last bunch of years while we
have been complaining about Kapaa, equally frustrating congestion is
occurring in every direction from Lihue. There needs to be an island-wide
transportation plan.
Although this does mention “multi-modal transportation options”, bottom
line is we have to either create incentives or disincentives for people to
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stop the dependency on their cars. You can keep adding lanes and bypasses ad nauseum, however, in time there will be more cars filling those
new spaces and we will be back where we started. Time for specific
controls on this one.
9. Protect Kauai Scenic Beauty



Let’s set some specific targets for percentage of open space vs developed
space.
In regards to “views between towns”, this will require specific standards
about visual distractions such billboards – so let’s be explicit about what
we mean.

10. Uphold Kauai as a Unique Visitor Destination


This fails to identify the need to preserve the very thing that brings visitors
to Kauai – the natural environment. This should include specific language
about managing both visitor and resident impacts on the natural resources
of Kauai and how were going to do that – perhaps establishing both
regulatory and voluntary guidelines on best management practices. This
should apply to tourism providers and hotels as well in terms of managing
impacts. We loose our natural environment and we loose our largest
employer. We also loose our quality of life.

11. Help Business Thrive


This might be better stated as “Help (Small Scale) Local Businesses
Thrive”.

37



I would be careful about compromises made by “streamlined approval
processes”. This seems a little contradictory and maybe the “approval
process” needs to be examined before making exceptions to it.

12. Help Agricultural Lands Be Productive




This policy looks good, however, also needs to point to the need to keep a
percentage of our land zoned as truly agricultural to ensure there is ample
land and enough affordable ag land to make farming profitable.
Aloha+ Challenge has specific target for sustainable food supply that
should be adopted (20-30% grown and consumed locally).

13. Protect Our Watersheds




We have a state sanctioned ahupua’a management framework, and a
traditional knowledge base for how to manage watersheds. There needs
to be a strong reference to this as a foundational piece for how we protect
our watersheds.
The Aloha+ Challenge has a target for watershed protection should be
adopted.

14. Complete Kauai’s Shift to Clean Energy



This looks good, but might also suggest how this could be linked to income
(job) diversification through the development of a green workforce.
The 80% by 2050 should at least match or exceed the target established by
the Aloha+ Challenge (70% by 2030).
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15. Prepare for Climate Change




This whole description sounds so reactive rather than proactive. Why don’t
we talk about: 1) building more resilient communities, 2) building disaster
preparedness plans, 3) mitigating the impacts we are already seeing from
climate change, 4) incorporating basic climate change precautionary
principles into our development plans and permit requirements,
infrastructure planning, sustainable food plan, etc.
Basically, this should be a cross cutting component of most all the other 19
policies.

16. Respect Native Hawaiian Rights and Wahi Pana


This is missing a critical piece about making use of traditional Hawaiian
knowledge and practices as the underpinning and guidance for decision
making about all future policy directions, management and human
interactions with both the land and sea. We should make use of the
models that have been formally (codified) by the state such as the
ahupua’a model, konahiki model (e.g., Haena community based
fisheries rules), as well as the less formal models based on traditional
knowledge.

17. Protect Access to Kaua'i’s Treasured Places


In agreement with this but also think it is important to mention
responsible use of these places – meaning engagement with the land
and sea that takes into consideration the need to leave it a better place
than it is now for future generations. (I really think that access should
be stated as a “privilege” rather than a “right” but this can get sticky).
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18. Nurture Our Keiki


This will require more than “valuing youth”. We, as a whole Kauai
community, have a responsibility to guide, nurture, mentor and direct
the next generation to a future where they first of all have choices, and
secondly are guided towards making wise and informed choices about
their own future. This piece is huge and cannot be underestimated in
importance. It also depends on us making sound decisions right now,
starting with this DGP.

19. Honor Our Kupuna




In agreement but also think we need to make a statement about valuing
the Kupuna knowledge, their connection with the past, and their role as
stewards of the traditional Hawaiian culture. We need to keep these
qualities of the Kupuna alive and honor it by incorporating it into all the
place-based decisions we make about Kauai.
Need to make a statement about the value of intergenerational sharing of
knowledge and guidance between the Kupuna and Keiki (connect this
policy piece to policy #18).

20. Communicate with Aloha
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I would add to this that we need to live our lives with Aloha – walk the talk
and be living examples to others and let our actions reflect the same Aloha
that we expect from the guiding principles of this plan – the responsibility
belongs to everyone.”

“Comments for the 2016 General Plan Update:

Caren Diamond
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The Kaua`i General Plan 2000 set forth policies to govern the future physical development
of the county. Though not a zoning code, the General Plan sets the vision for Kauai.
Policies like 4.2.8.2 Alternative Visitor Accommodations had major impacts to the North
Shore of Kauai
4.2.8.2 Alternative Visitor Accommodations:
(a) The County of Kauai shall recognize alternative visitor accommodations, such as B&BS,
vacation rentals, inns, cabins, and retreat centers.
(b) The County shall enact clear standards and permit processes for regulating alternative
visitor accommodation structures and operations in Residential, Agriculture, Open, and
Resort zoning districts.
(c) County development standards and permit processes shall be scaled to the size and
potential impact of the use:
(d) Permitting processes should consider the cumulative impact that a large
concentration of alternative visitor units can have on a residential neighborhood.
Few saw the enormous negative impacts to the North Shore these policies would have.

(via email)

Some facts about the North Shore since the 2000 GP:
 Permitting processes DID NOT consider the cumulative impact that a large
concentration of alternative visitor units can have in a residential neighborhood.
 Hanalei and Ha’ena have been converted (through proliferation of TVRs) into de
facto resorts; there are fewer and fewer residential units for actual residents.
 Tourist traffic is overwhelming the North Shore’s roads, parks and towns.
 Evacuation of the Hanalei-Ha’ena tsunami zone is close to impossible, due to the
number of tourists and associated traffic.
 The largest concentration of commercial TVRs on Kauai are operating on the
North Shore outside of the Visitor Destination Area in residential areas that are
located in Special Management Areas.
 Change in the density and intensity of use of land has resulted in cumulative
impacts and significant negative environmental and ecological effects on the
Special Management Area.
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Negative impacts have resulted from the high volume of TVRs and B&B’s outside
Visitor Destination Areas that are now in Residential Districts.
The cumulative impact of so many Transient Vacation Rentals both “permitted”
and those that operate without permits outside of the Visitor Destination Areas
have affected the health safety and welfare of residents.
The accumulated negative impacts to North Shore Residential Districts have
increased drastically from the TVR NUC certificates. The adverse impacts from the
unprecedented expansion of the VDA in contravention of Kauai’s zoning laws
need to be lessened.

Recommendations:
The General Plan Update needs to recommend reducing the numbers of transient uses on
the North Shore to limit the impacts to the North Shore community from a hazards
perspective. In terms of safety and hazards, the last GP was a disaster for the North
Shore; safety issues have been exasperated by the 2000 GP which resulted in the high
hazard tsunami evacuation zone being turned into an exclusive and expensive resort area
with no infrastructure, amenities or public services. It was almost a de-facto zoning
change only no zoning changes occurred.
What’s most impacted?
 Emergency evacuation
 TVRs increased the non-resident population in tsunami inundation zones
 Lack of residential housing for NS families
 Health, safety, and welfare of residents impacted by TVRs and B&B’s
 Health, safety and welfare of visitors staying in TVR or B&B’s
 Adverse effects and impacts to what is supposed to be a residential neighborhood
and the character thereof
 Inadequate wastewater systems, commercial permits were given without
consideration to the wastewater capacity. Old cesspools now serve many
oceanfront TVR’s that pollute the ocean.
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The SMA – in granting TVR-NCU permits no consideration was given to the
impacts to the Special Management Area and not one was required to get an
SMA permit. The cumulative impacts to the North Shore are enormous.
Flood/NFIP issues/ many TVR operations are in non-conforming structures with
no flood compliance to the NFIP regulations creating hazards for visitors staying
in ground floor units too close to the ocean in tsunami zone and VE high hazard
areas. The liability of the county needs to be reduced.

In this General Plan Update, we urge you to correct the mistakes. The updated GP should
take into consideration the extreme impacts from TVR’s to areas like Wainiha, Ha’ena and
Hanalei that are overburdened with no services or infrastructure to support the increased
growth and recommend walking it back. The General Plan discussion of North Shore
issues and plans needs to explicitly acknowledge this stating that the policies of the 2000
GP resulted in unacceptable impacts in the Hanalei-Wainiha-Ha’ena area.
To address this burgeoning problem, we suggest the below issues be included in the
General Plan update.
Overall Strategy: the new General Plan’s priorities for Hanalei-Wainiha-Ha’ena need to
focus on aggressive measures to restore the balance and character that has been lost
under the current General Plan:
 Restoration of residential neighborhoods to residential uses
 Reduction of tourist traffic and tourism impacts
 Protection of rural character
 Disaster evacuation and address the lack of safety for visitors who stay in tsunami
evacuation zones.
 Undo the damage: pursue amendment of HRS 46-4 and other policies to enable
the phase-out/amortization of TVRs outside the VDA, converting them back to
true residential use.
 Make it a General Plan policy to amend the TVR law.
 Make clear the policy is to reduce the numbers of transient uses in the tsunami
evacuation zones for safety and welfare.
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Proposed Form Based Zoning Code:
We do not support form based zoning codes for the North Shore Area. Since Wainiha and
Haena have NO commercial uses (other than the Wainiha General Store and the Hanalei
Colony Resort), it is improper to institute form based zoning code here. Although touted
as a natural extension of the existing mixed use districts and historic main street design,
there are no existing mixed uses and only residential zoning in our area; therefore it
would commercialize what has always been restricted to residential uses. We urge you
not to add to the runaway problems created by the last GP.”
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“Recommendations for Shoreline and Access Issues:







Protect shoreline access and restore lost beach accesses. Despite the mandate
clear in the first report of the 2005 Public Access, Open Space, and Natural
Resources Preservation Fund Commission, no additional beach access has been
restored. Make it a clear policy to restore lost or unrecorded beach accesses.
With sea level rise our beaches are threatened more than ever, make it a clear
policy, no shoreline armoring.
Zero tolerance for illegal shoreline armoring.
Make clear policies to keep beach corridors open and accessible to the Public
with a clear policy of public over private when it comes to shoreline lands.
Enact Shore Districts as the CZO requires,

Caren Diamond
(via email)

Sec. 8-12.5 Shore Districts Within five (5) years after September 1, 1972 the Planning
Commission shall prepare a Shoreline Special Treatment Zone Plan. The plan upon
adoption by the Planning Commission shall determine the boundaries of the Shore District.
(a) Purpose.
To regulate development or alterations to shore and water areas which have unique
physical and ecological conditions in order to protect and maintain physical, biologic and
scenic resources of particular value to the public.
(b) Lands Included.
(1) The Shore District includes the greater of the following shoreline areas (land and
water):
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(A) That area where the Planning Director determines that there is significant
interrelationship between the physical, biologic, or ecologic forms or systems
characteristic of the shore area;
(B) From the low water mark to forty (40) feet inland from the upper reaches of the wash
of waves other than storm or tidal waves
(B) Unstable locations.
(C) Areas designated by the Planning Commission as being of unique scenic beauty which
should be retained in their natural condition.
Review the Shore Districts article of the CZO in relation to the Special Management Area
regulations and prepare amendments as necessary to implement .We believe the GP
policies should include implementation of a Shore District overlay on Kauai’s North
Shore.”
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“It was my pleasure to meet with Kauai County Planners Lea Kaiaokamalie and
Marissa on 9/8/2016. They identified how my comments, listed below, were related to
one or more of the 20 goals for Kauai based on Community input.
On behalf of PATCH and the children, the following issues brought up by Mary
Lu Kelley, Coordinator for PATCH Kauai:
1.) Having adequate, reliable child care is an important economic engine for
Kauai that is often ignored. Without reliable child care, employees miss
work, worry about their children and are less productive while at work.
2.) Family Child Care Homes are privately owned businesses which increases
self-employment and small businesses on Kauai.
3.) There is insufficient child care across the state including Kauai. We need
increased access to child care on Kauai
4.) The County of Kauai could support Family Child Care Homes and
Preschools by:
 Creating small neighborhood parks that parents and care givers can
walk with children; playground equipment for the young ones to
climb, swing, etc.
 Encourage Neighborhood and Tenant Associations and Landlords to

Mary Lu
(via email)
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permit family child care homes in their properties, especially for
low income families.
 Review County permits, zoning laws and housing ordinances to
show support of Family Child Care Homes and Preschools.
 Help reduce the high cost of medical insurance for the selfemployed
 Help reduce the illegally operated child care operations on Kauai as
increased risks to children
 Do as Maui and Hawaii Counties do: Maui County provides funding
to PATCH to support child care provider trainings and for technical
assistance to help them implement what they have learned in the
child care trainings; Hawaii County provides to PATCH funds for
scholarships for Child Development Associates degrees, Cash for
 Caring to help new providers set up their child care sites and
 Hawaii County Grants-in-Aid to PATCH to support Child Care
 Trainees with $10 gas cards to get to the child care trainings and
for PATCH to provide food since the training classes are usually
from 6-9 PM week nights.
5.) Increasing number of infants born and living in Lihue and Kapa’a must be
accounted for in planning for Kauai
6.) Pesticide usage on Kauai is critical to young children who are smaller and
effected more by exposure to airborne and waterborne pesticides
because of their size than adults; exposure to these pesticides over their
lifetime will cause problems, exposed at home, at preschool, Elementary
school, Middle school and High school. Support Bill 961 for notification of
time and which pesticides are being spraying, increased boundaries
around homes, schools, etc.
Preschools:
 Several years ago, the Hawaii State law for Kindergarten entry was
limited to those children who turn 5 years before July 31st each year.
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Children born August 1 or later must wait until the following year to enter
kindergarten
 As of 2014, there were approximately 4400 children under the age of 5
on Kauai.
 Lihue and Kapa’a have largest populations of children under the age of 5, approx.
1000 in Lihue and 900 in Kapa’a.
 There are currently 27 licensed preschools operating on Kauai.
 Most preschools operate at full capacity.
 Capacity at these licensed preschools is approximately 900-1000 children total
which serve children from 2 years and 8 months up to kindergarten.
 Some of the preschools have 3 year waitlists.
 Preschools by city:
o Lihue: 11
o Anahola: 1
o Ele’ele: 1
o Hanalei: 2
o Hanamaulu: 0
o Hanapepe: 0
o Kalaheo: 2
o Kapa’a: 5
o Kaumakani: 1
o Kealia: 0
o Kekaha: 1
o Kilauea: 4
o Koloa: 1
o Lawai: 0
o Makaweli: 0
o Princeville: 0
o Waimea: 1
Family Child Care Homes:
 Kauai for children from birth to age 5-6 years old, most children are
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under the age of 3.
There are approx. 36 licensed Family Children Care Homes operating on Kaua‘i.
Licensed Family Child Care Homes provide daycare for approx. 200
children.
Licensing capacity ranges from 5-6 children with no more than 2 infants under 18
months of age per home.
Licensed Child Care Providers (Preschools and Family Child Care Homes) can care
for approx. 1100 to 1200 children under 5 years on Kauai at this time.
There are approximately 4400 children under the age of 5 years living on Kauai.”

“Gentlemen.. PLS TAKE THE TIME TO CONSIDER MY CONCERNS REGARDING
HOKUA PLACE .. It might be just one voice.. But that’s all it takes to be heard..”
“Most citizens are fully aware that projects are done according to the availability
of funding. We on Kauai have watched as perfectly good roads are torn up and
redone because the funding is there for that road while other parts of the island
that are sorely in need of road repair and improvement go untouched. That to me
is one of those maddening poor uses of taxpayer money and very little intelligent
intervention by our policy makers.

Andy Melamed
(via email)
Joan Langan
(via email)

I would request that more attention and leverage be used by our policy makers to
address the real priorities of our county - that being infrastructure (particularly
the Wailua - Kapaa roads) and low income housing projects designed to serve the
local communities.
Since our tourism is increasing all the time and the residential population is
increasing all the time there should logically be increased revenue to support the
growing needs of the county.
Certainly there has got to be a process for allocating funds to the common sense
priorities of our community. It is not acceptable for our legislators to shake their
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heads and say - sorry - there is nothing we can do about where the money goes.
That is not an acceptable answer. The job of our elected and hired officials is to
find ways to serve the real needs of the community.
Thank you and I support all sincere and strong effort to serve the people of
Kaua‘i”
43

“I am a VERY concerned citizen who has lived in the Hanapepe/Eleele area for
almost two decades. This plan as I understand it is a potentially disastrous plan
for the west side of the island. This plan has a projection of an increase in
population of over 13,000 single family houses with few higher density buildings.
There are also NO plans for infrastructure nor for additional businesses, as far as I
can read. This means a population growth of over a third of our current entire
island in this small area and absolutely no plans to add schools, emergency
services as Fire, Police and hospital, no additional businesses, nor other
community services for this increase population. Currently our Fire and rescues
are located in the flood zone and in the Tsunami evacuation Zone. What are the
plans addressing as far as just this aspect of community protection? IMHO this is a
hasty plan, like many we have seen before that is only to PAD the pockets of few
(developers). Remember our community ...these developers reZone, get the
money and then flee the island. A& B should be better neighbors and keep this
land as agriculture or at least larger lots that folks can grow some food on. Yes we
need housing but I propose to look seriously at higher density and less expensive
housing options on less land that is agriculture. OR in the least, adapt this plan to
provide MORE for our community, rather than add more bodies, without the
protection and safety our communities deserve.

Schar Freeman
(via email)

Many also feel the we have learned the hard way just exactly what "affordable
housing" means here on Kauai. We have seen far too many "projects with in a
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plan" that benefited very few. It really means much less to us, as average
citizens, who will PAY the price to coffer the banks and developers once
again. We should be planning for higher density population if that is truly what
Kauai wants, and then keep as much of the land to feed all these additional
bodies on this tiny island.”
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“These are the strategies left by our na kupuna makaainana and the path to which they
have led for us to espouse in lineal and cultural protocol, to which are laws of nature and
the equation for a true paradise forged in self resilience and self sustaining from waowao
akua to waowao kanaka to which we are the last living legal and witness of evidence to
this resources management kuleana. Hundreds of our citizens have gathered for
thousands of hours over the years and many have givent heir mana'o and gone on ahead
never seeing our government and global community address their plea and plight and
save the traditional and lineal habitat and practices.

Rhoda Libre
(Via email)

Our stance is still the same in the westside general plan update "cultural protocol and
restoration" is necessary to comply, revitalize and prevent further destruction of our
historic sites, cemeteries, food habitats, environment, native species migration, habitat,
and water resources theft and impingement, illegal poaching, commercial, and entry to
KAPU areas, vistas protection, cattle near water resources and pollution, over
development and over capacity, ineffective enforcement policies, management, and
procedures that perpetuate violations, urban sprawl, and violations to cultural protocol
and infringement of natural stewardship and legacy birthrights, evidence of
environmental and civil rights patterns of indifference and omission again the cultural
community of the westside.
1) salt pond and puolo point and westside shoreline and diverse greenways adjacent to
salt pond shall continue regional cultural stewardship of legacy resources, no more poor
city development on ag and preservation lands, but removal of illegal and inappropriate
commercial and
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human activities that has desecrated sacred areas and taught our generations resources
hoarding and how to exhaust culture and nature for foreign profits. "short term profits
in exchange for death of paradise, cultural life, and protocol". Return control of
agricultural and sacred sites for restoration of food forests and habitat integrity thus
allowing the self sufficiency of the regional cultural community to return and can thrive.
Return the abandoned lands and sacred sites to the makanainana that have been working
against all odds to protect our own food and medicine supplies and historic legacy and
birthrights and ability to maintain in time of emergencies and natural and manmade
disasters. It is our right as national and federal citizens to maintain protocol and survival
of paradise and its inhabitants. County and state should support community resources
management and not bank legacy for outside profits. parks and recreation divisions and
dlnr state departments have proven to be more destructive than helpful and accountable
so it's time to stop the devastation and war on culture and self-sufficiency. We are not
happy about Federal intervention, governmental inappropriateness, habitat fleecing,
globalization in employment and policy making and infringements are unacceptable and
acts of war right here on home soil.
Allow regional protocol to re establish, managed by the regional makaainana , and you
will see the westside take the lead again towards higher education, self resiliency,
improved social economics, less crimes, environmental proficiency, world-class botanical
gardens, quality food and air and soil and waters, improved opportunity in all fields of
commerce and health, evolved activities and options for forefront communities of the
future in holistic leadership, research, demonstration models for the world, and
accountability in holistic and hospitiable environments and economics of the future, here
today.
Our watershed has put in thousands and thousand of hours in my generation and data
and management evidence from 1989 and back to our great grandfathers in resources
management and protocol for this particular region is untarnished. Inter governmental
and interagency protocol watch and engagement has not been broken since
implemented in the late 1890's and our continuity is untethered and we object in entities
trying to replace and displace our lineal and cultural legacy and aha kuleana.
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Our cultural community has met and addressed issues since 1989 n incorporated arm in
1999 and continued protocol and resources management since then and have engaged in
trying to make govt respond to our implemented cultural protocol and nature laws to
only face parroted policies and infringements of our cultural practices, migration paths,
water stealing, reef and shoreline destruction, and the oppression of our community once
again.
Return diverse agricultural shoreline lands, wetlands, sacred sites, and water resources to
our westside community stewards and watch the westside grow momona where it should
be...make the westside GREAT AGAIN. County and state and federals cannot and have
not so your need to please allow our community to survive the way we should and be the
experiments of profits for outsiders..then and only then our visitors and our future
generation will see a better future in I KA PONO...anything less is uncivilized and ignorant
and acts of cultural and spiritual war.
please add this to the comments and an elaborated and succinct compilation action 1999
and 2005 plans and comprehensive lateral compliance strategic timeline and community
master plan is available...cultural protocol and inter governmental engagement action
plans are congruent to the emergency and mitigation strategies manual as well.
We have been waiting too long for our govt to respond to our emergency conditions and
the time is dire and action necessary. We solicit your assistance and support but do not
wish to give up our kuleana, protocol, culture, lifestyle, birthright, and legacy of life. We
wish to continue to encumber and restore to what has been violated, abandoned, and
abused in our region. We welcome the county's consideration and collaboration for a
more healthier and proper future to improve all life on this island and its finite resources.
Food, environment, and medicines are most important and the development on shoreline
greenways, sacred and historic areas, cemeteries, watershed pathways have only led to
death upon more deaths and one death is too much...give back Puolo point and salt pond
areas and that air strip needs to be stripped outta there from long ago and the illegal
commercial and modern recreational activities need to stop...KWWC had been caring for
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these shorelines for over 150 years generationally ...we wish to continue our kuleana and
walk together with the county to restore our Kaua'i's once greatness and unabated
leadership. Compromise is not an option anymore. The environment is suffering and the
appropriate actions that our watershed makaainana and council pioneers have shone the
way but powers that be need to comply towards betterment and not small individual
profits.
KWWC continues to resource management our region and lets not the lives of our
Founders be in vain for if we do not act today we are all guilty of the destruction of
tomorrow. the time is now and we are already ready... we cannot lose more diverse agr
lands and food forests and continue to allow foreign intervention to rule our
communities. Appropriate things in appropriate places. Puolo point and salt pond cannot
take anymore people or activities... YOU HAVE KILLED SALT POND AND SHORELINE AND
DIVERSE FOOD FORESTS OF THE WESTSIDE WITH YOUR INEFFECTIVE POLICIES AND
DESTRUCTIVE ACTIONS. Please give us back our area and watch us restore the area to
where the county and the world will see the difference in JUST one year....and adopt-apark agreement will not do for cultural stewardship. We need this cultural center in the
area to be the apex of restoration and higher education= cultural protocol lives...let's be
the example and be the leaders of a better nation again. it won't hurt to be the
difference in truth.”
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“With regards to the Ninth Circuit Federal Court killing GMO pesticide regulations
for Kauai and creating a regional IQ/ economic imbalance.

Will M. Davis
(via email)

"Loss of cognitive skills reduces children's academic and economic attainments
and has substantial long-term economic effects on societies.4 Thus, each loss of
one IQ point has been estimated to decrease average lifetime earnings capacity by
about €12 000 or US$18 000 in 2008 currencies (Lancet Neurology, 2014)."
The Lancet Neurology, with 115 toxicology journal references, explains in 2014,
the scientific relationship for undeveloped regions, in which neurotoxicant
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pesticides, like chlorpyrifos sprayed by Syngenta, are inversely correlated to IQ
scores and Gross Domestic Product (GDP). The Lancet Neurology explains,
developed nations like Switzerland have bans on restricted use pesticides (RUPs)
and hence have higher IQ scores and increased economic productivity [higher
GDP], compared to undeveloped regions such as Kauai where the indiscriminate
use of pesticides is routinely implemented generation after generation.
Inversely correlated means (+) to (-) : higher concentrations (+) of RUPs
creates lower (-) IQ scores and subsequent lower (-) dollar earning power.
"Evidence from worldwide sources indicates that average national IQ scores are
associated with gross domestic product (GDP)—a correlation that might be causal
in both directions.99 Thus, poverty can cause low IQ, but the opposite is also true.
In view of the widespread exposures to lead, pesticides, and other neurotoxicants
in developing countries, where chemical controls might be ineffective compared
with those in more developed countries (Lancet Neurology, 2014)."
Furthermore the genetically engineered (GE) seeds developed on Kauai are sold
and planted in places like America's Midwest. America's Midwest GE crops like GE
corn with resilient pesticides [like glyphosate], are causing measurable IQ
decrements and lower GDP to the American people who eat the livestock which
ate the GE pesticide corn. "As you sow so shall ye reap," is the unfortunate
consequence of Kauai exporting GE seeds planted off island with RUPs, for
consumption by unsuspecting consumers of the world.
Obviously smarter people are planning to avoid working, vacationing, and building
homes around Waimea. This needs to be recognized: the current General Plan
for Kauai needs to address a wicked imbalance: the impending reality of lower IQ
scores and lower GDP (from the 9th court decision promoting prenatal pesticide
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[chlorpyrifos, etc.] damage in south Kauai) versus the higher IQ and higher GDP
(from less prenatal pesticide damage in north Kauai).”
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“The most important issue is to have the accountability to assure that the
Marj Dente
planning commission, planning department and the county council abide by all the (via email)
recommendations in this document, otherwise this process has been a total waste
of time.
Limiting all the development, whether residential or commercial must be the most
important issue bringing the entire infrastructure EI: Water, sewers, highways,
alternative roads, parks, public restrooms, beach upkeep, county buildings, etc. up
to conditions that can serve all of Kaua‘i for at least the next 20-30 years.
Think ‘out of the box’ to solve the affordable housing issue. Build cluster housingvery small houses of 650 ft near Līhu‘e and bus lines.”
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“Dear concerned Kauai County Council, and Legislators,
My name is Gregg Pacilio, PT. I’ve been a Physical Therapist and Kauai resident for
the last 14 years. I work as Kauai Region PT Director for HHSC, at KVMH and
SMMH. I serve as President for the Hawaii Chapter of American Physical Therapy
Association from 2015-2018, Also, as Hawaii State Liaison to National Physical
Activity Plan, Cub Scout Pack 334 Den Leader, Kauai Skate Ohana Member, and
I’m a home owner with a skateboard ramp in Kalaheo.
The Kauai issues that I support include:

Gregg Pacillo
(via email)

1. The Kauai Path Westside expansion. Specifically Waimea to Kekaha.
Our seniors need safe places to walk, and residents need healthy ways to get to
work and opportunities for recreation.
2. Including Skateboard Parks in our multi-use parks. I specifically advocate for
West Kauai.
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Growing numbers of Kauai people desire and deserve this opportunity to develop
our health, agility, strength, and skills. This keeps skateboards out of parking lots,
tennis courts, schools, businesses, and dangerous streets. Many in our
community support this, including School Principals, Librarians, Hospital
Administrators, Dept Directors, State Neurotrauma Board Members, Quality
Managers, Businesspeople, Kauai Skate Ohana, Anaina Hou Skate Club, and many
families everywhere on Kauai. Skateboarding ranks far lower in Emergency Room
visits nationally than bicycling, walking, hiking, basketball, football, school recess,
and running. Most serious skateboarding injuries happen in the street due to
motor vehicle collisions. County parks continue to expand their skateparks on
Maui, Hawaii, and Oahu with good community use. Skateparks promote
improved public health through available activity choices, important in this
increasingly high-technical video game society, where sedentary behavior
presents itself in many health conditions. Skateparks bring together a wide
variety of our community for positive interaction. We need a place where rural
west Kauai residents can skateboard, watch, or be active, without the dangers of
road traffic, hills, curves in the road, etc..

As a Physical Therapist, I directly see the benefits of active lifestyles. I advocate for
things like access to Healthcare services, safe walking paths, multi-use parks,
healthy lifestyle and community planning with safety and wellness in mind.
Thank you for your attention, and support. Please contact me with any questions
or discussion.”
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“MLTP - There appears to be baseline information available for 2010.
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Where are we now since it is 2016? Should that not be included in this
report? Since the General Plan seems to base much of its transportation
initiatives on the MLTP, there needs be assurances that Kauai is
progressing sufficiently toward reaching the MLTP goals. If we already
know these goals will not be met, we need to revise these goals before we
incorporate them in the General Plan.”
“Improve the Process. The comment seems to imply there is something

Stanford Iwamoto
(via email)

Stanford Iwamoto
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wrong with the process. There does not seem to be anything wrong with
the process. It is more how the County has not performed well in the
process.

50

51

Transportation Coordinating Committee - what is this committee? There
is nothing in the narrative portion talking about this committee and I am
not sure what it is.”
“Roadway Maintenance Education - re-check wording. (are we taking
specifically about education onroadway maintenance)
Reduce Green House Gas and petroleum fuel, these seem like generic
statements that have little basis and are not discussed at all in the
narrative. What do we mean by "millions of gallons", 1,2 or 10 million?
How much is a million gallons in terms of the amount of fuel Kauai
currently uses. These statements are better suited for Section VIII Energy
Sustainability.
Why are Kapa'a Transportation solutions specifically listed while others
are not. Are they of higher priority?”
“Include "aesthetically pleasing and environmentally sensitive" in the
permitting actions and code changes. Grassed shoulders need to be used
to the maximum extent possible for the environmental, drainage, and
parking benefits they provide. The amount of impermeable area in the
County ROW should be minimized.

(via email)

Stanford Iwamoto
(via email)

Stanford Iwamoto
(via email)

Complete streets policy must also include streets that support utility,
drainage, and parking functions. They must also be aesthetically pleasing
and environmentally friendly. Streets serve more than just a
transportation function.
The maintenance of existing roads should be of the highest priority. To do
so, Federal funds much be consistently leveraged to allow for the funding
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of collector road maintenance. We need to maintain what we have
before we build anything else.
Partnership needs. This seems to imply that it because of inadequate
systems, communications, or resources that STIP programs are not
completed on time. Actually, the County agencies are primarily at fault for
not doing a much better job of implementing the program?”
“Countywide parking enforcement - is this really necessary?

Stanford Iwamoto
(via email)
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Parking management is also important to our residential communities.
With so many homes housing two and three generations, there are many
homes with with four or more autos. The design of our streets needs to
take this into consideration.”
“Approximately 50% fo the effluent from the Wailua WWTP is used to
irrigate the Wailua Golf Course. Also the volume of wastewater currently
treated is much less than 1.5 mgd. So it is not correct to imply 1.5 mgd
goes into the ocean.”
“Is a new regional WWTP for Kīlauea feasible or even needed?”
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“Is a new regional WWTP for Kīlauea feasible or even needed?”

Stanford Iwamoto
(via email)
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“Projects - It is more correct to say that wastewater collection systems

Stanford Iwamoto
(via email)
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must be expanded (rather that treatment systems). The expansion of
collector system allows smaller lots to be developed?”
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“The substitution of Hokua Place with areas next to the bypass road really
make no difference when the main argument against Hokua place is the
increased traffic. Hokua Place has the advantages of being closer to the
Middle school and having direct access to the the two-way bypass road.”

Stanford Iwamoto
(via email)
Stanford Iwamoto
(via email)

Stanford Iwamoto
(via email)
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“Table 5-1 - title for 9. should be "widen" or "add two lanes to Kaumualii
Highway" to better describe the project.”
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“The statement that peak period coning and the bypass "have done little
to relieve congestion" is totally untrue and could only be made by
someone who has little understanding of traffic on Kauai. Ask anyone who
was here before these improvements were put into place what traffic was
like. While it may not seem like the most efficient way to do things,
continuing on with contra-flow may be the best solution for traffic
between Kuamoo and Hanamaulu.”
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“The County Planning Department's New General Plan Draft eliminates Kapaa Housing
opportunities.

Stanford Iwamoto
(via email)
Stanford Iwamoto
(via email)

Greg Allen
(via email)

The plan no longer recommends Hokua Place as an Urban location for much needed
Kapaa housing including affordable housing.
This is supposedly due to negative public comments. However there is a strong consensus
that housing is desperately needed in this area. Positive comments are always abundant
at public meetings. 127 out of 128 written comments at the April East Kauai workshop
were in favor of Hokua's residential subdivision being developed. These comments are
even published on the county's own web site. At countless public meetings during the
planning process there has always been a consensus that housing is needed and traffic
needs to be improved.
The Traffic problems will be resolved before housing is built. It is well known that the
Kapaa corridor needs traffic improvements. Plans are already place that will remedy these
concerns. The state, county, and developers all play a part in providing these solutions.
You can see the traffic plans at goo.gl/73bqyr . The traffic improvements are scheduled to
be constructed prior to the needed housing being built. Hokua owns the middle section of
the Kapaa bypass road and has been freely allowing its use for 15 years while working to
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assure this housing development is completely right for Kapaa. Three traffic studies all
show that Hokua's new roadway will allow cars to avoid the roundabout and help relieve
congestion.
HokuaPlace.com is the right kind of housing in the right place.
Ironically, the original plan was to divide this property into fifty agricultural lots. The
county strongly suggested that a residential urban plan be developed instead. They
pointed out that the land was designated as "Urban Center" in the general plan. They let
us know this was the only significant housing opportunity available for Kapaa. They
discouraged agricultural estates and asked us to "do the right thing". They provided
letters of support and in a multitude of meetings encouraged development of the needed
urban housing. We invested in this project with this understanding. Now the planning
department seems to be trying to reverse the county's position. If the property remains
agricultural, Kapaa will lose the opportunity to receive greatly needed housing and
affordable housing for our residents. Kapaa could end up with fifty estates on the only
land that is practical for smart residential development. Financial resources and time will
have been wasted. The understanding has been and should remain that we have a
common goal and are working together to provide for and improve our community.
Please do what you can to assure that our planners don't throw away our housing
opportunities.”
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“Group Comments:
 Need for Community Plans – since critical infrastructure and related Issues differ
significantly between Districts
 Evaluation group lacked island-wide expertise to make significant comments for
most of the Districts, so comments are mostly from a North Shore perspective
 Impacts of old outdated cesspools and septic systems is noted but not well
quantified as a whole or by District

Working Group via
Laurel Quarton
(via email)
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Need for wastewater & watershed analysis (north shore & probably island wide)
to understand these impacts and how best to remediate any environmental
impacts including to rivers, bays and the surrounding shoreline
Both Kilauea and Hanalei need an aggressive plan to replace outdated cesspools,
as may several other Districts that are not currently serviced by sewers and
wastewater treatment plant
Appears that Princeville Utilities excess capacity is being applied to regional
deficit. This is not an appropriate planning assumption since there is currently no
connectivity beyond the Princeville area in the general plan draft
Expansion of Princeville Airport is unlikely to be supported by local community.
Although it could serve as an important site for emergency operations, it is not
maintained for that purpose. If it is not going to be effectively used for that role,
it should be removed and recommissioned to something else (ie Park & Ride Hub)
>> This would suggest termination of existing light aircraft and commercial
helicopter operations unless the airport is upgraded and maintained for
emergency operations – correct?

Sewage: Only the Princeville resort community is served by a sewage treatment
plant. This system is privately owned and operated by the Kaua‘i County Public
Improvement Corporation. It is a secondary treatment facility located makai of
Kūhiō Highway, at the western end of the Princeville Plateau above Hanalei. The
facility presently has a capacity of 1.5 million galls per day, and can be expanded if
necessary into the future, to a maximum capacity of 4.5 MGD. After total
implementation of Phase One and Phase Two of the Princeville development, less
than .8 MGD is expected to be generated. The facility will be offered to the County
of Kaua‘i at no cost, when the bonds which financed its constructed are
redeemed.
Recommendations:
1. Construction of cesspools should not be allowed in areas where the potential for
surfaces, coastal, or groundwater degradation exists.
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2. Hanalei Town should be sewered , and a lift station constructed to carry sewage
up to Princeville Treatment Plant.

Do you want to mention that, for the North Shore, Princeville Utilities could play a key
role in critical infrastructure improvements for the entire North Shore, i.e. since it has
both organizational, operational and technical expertise?
One can argue that this all better suited for the more specific Community Plan, but
pointing these out as examples may get across why such a plan is needed.”
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“Summary:
Although the November 2016 Draft of the General Plan (“Draft”) acknowledges
that the public is very concerned about the impacts of uncontrolled growth in
tourism, and proposes some steps to contain future approvals of tourism
development to the existing Visitor Destination Areas, the Draft to a very large
extent does not acknowledge the extent of the problem, nor does it propose
sufficient solutions to the problem.

Working Group via
Laurel Quarton
(via email)

II. Background
The Draft admits that residents have many concerns about the past and future
expansion of the tourism industry. It acknowledges some of the adverse impacts
resulting from the expansion of the tourism industry. It acknowledges that Kauai’s
heavy reliance on the visitor industry is threat to resilience.
The Draft claims that its “policies and action support renewal, rather than
expansion, in the visitor industry.” But in reality, the Draft proposes no policies
that contemplate throttling down, to an acceptable level, the expansion of a
tourism industry that is fueled by both external-to-Kauai market demand and the
government’s tourism promotion efforts. The Draft proposes no actions to
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proactively manage tourism growth to a desirable level. Nor does the Draft even
attempt to define what that desirable level might be. Rather, the Draft’s policies
and actions are reactive. Their focus remains, as it has
been for many years, on how to accommodate all of the tourism growth that is
generated by external markets, encouraged by the coordinated efforts and
policies of county government, state government and the Hawaii Tourism
Authority.
The discussion on the very first page of the Draft clearly foretells the Draft’s
defeatism on the matter of growth management. The heading of the discussion
says it all: “Growth is happening, whether we like it or not”. The discussion relies
on red herrings (“limiting the right to travel,” and “allowing only one child per
household”) to dismiss without serious
discussion the notion that County policies and actions - which clearly can be used
to incite tourism growth - can also be effectively used to reduce tourism growth to
more-desirable, manageable levels. The consequence is that the Draft’s entire
approach to “growth management” is one of reacting to, encouraging and
accommodating growth, rather than actively managing growth down to the level
that best meets the needs of Kauai’s residents.
III. The Draft General Plan’s statements regarding the existing and projected
levels of tourism understate the impacts of tourism.
1. The statement that “Kaua‘i has an average daily visitor census (ADVC) of 22,000
visitors, enough to increase Kauai’s population by as much as 22 percent on any
given day” (Page 2-64) is incorrect.
 The 2015 Average Daily Visitor Census (ADVC) was 24,388,1 and the 2015
Kaua‘i population was approximately 71,000.2 Therefore, in 2015, the
ADVC increased the Kauai population by an average of 34% (not 22%) “on
any given day.”
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However, even that statement is misleading regarding the impact on
residents. For one-third of the year (during the 4 peak months of the year),
the ADVC is 10% - 15% higher than the annual average ADVC.3 Therefore,
for much of the year, the ADVC increases Kauai’s population by 37% - 39%,
and even more on the peak days of those months.
A more accurate and meaningful statement regarding the current state of tourism
on Kauai is that the tourist population increases Kauai’s population “by 34% on
average, and by 40% or more during peak periods.” This impact is almost twice
the 22% claimed on
page 2-64. (It is also a visitor-to-resident ratio that is identical to Maui’s visitor-toresident ratio, and we note that Maui is a model that Kauai’s residents have long
sought to avoid.)
2. The Draft claims that “the County’s projections do not foresee a drastic
expansion of the visitor population over the long term” (Page 2-64). This tourism
growth projection is unrealistically low. It ignores the historical growth data for
the past 5 years, and it cloaks the true magnitude of Kauai’s tourism growth
management problem.
 The General Plan’s Socio-Economic Analysis & Forecasts document
(February 2016) projects a 36% increase in ADVC for the 25 year period of
2010 to 2035. (We note that even this projection is very likely too low, as it
is based on the assumption that the average Length of Stay (LOS) will drop
by 10% from the 2013-2015 levels, to a low level that has not been seen
since 2007.)
 But the DBEDT data for 2010-2015 indicate that Kauai’s ADVC increased by
25% between 2010 and 2015.6 For the General Plan’s 36% tourism
increase between 2010 and 2035 to be correct, the increase for the
remaining 20 years (2015 to 2035) would have to be only 8.5%. That is just
0.4% per year.
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The fundamental assumption in the Draft regarding the growth of tourism (and
therefore the growth of its impacts) over the next 20 years is that the tourism
growth rate will plummet to just one-eleventh of the rate that Kauai has
experienced for the past 5 years.
(Stated another way: the General Plan predicts that total growth in tourism over
the next 20 years will be no more than Kauai has experienced over just the past 2
years.)
Clearly, the unrealistic tourism growth forecast used in the Draft conceals the
magnitude of the problem and gives the incorrect impression that there is no
need for strong growth management measures. Now, even the additional 8.5%
increase in tourism predicted by the Draft would have significant negative
impacts, given that infrastructure is already beyond capacity and over-crowding at
beach parks and other places is already threatening Kauai’s character and quality
of life. But the Draft truly “bets the bank” on that 8.5% increase over the next 20
years: in adopting this small projected increase, not only does the Draft conclude
that there is therefore no need for any policies to manage the amount of growth;
the Draft also offers no plan for what to do when tourism growth very likely
exceeds that forecast.
At a minimum, if growth exceeds the very unlikely forecast of 0.4% per year, a set
of growth management actions should be triggered in order to reduce the growth
rate to a sustainable, desirable level (or at least to no more than the Draft’s
predicted 0.4% per year level.)
3. The statement that “the desirable range for visitors is between 23,000 and
25,000 per day, a range that shouldn’t be exceeded until about 2030 based on
projections” (Page 2-64) is also incorrect.
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As noted earlier, tourism currently increases Kauai’s de facto population by
35%-40% for a third of the year. Based on the current levels of
overcrowding at beaches and parks, and based on the traffic congestion
caused by that 35%-40% increase, few residents would agree with the
tourism industry’s assertion that “the desirable range for visitors is
between 23,000 and 25,000 per day.”
But even if 23,000-25,000 tourists per day was “desirable”, the high-end of
this socalled “desirable range” is routinely exceeded today. In 2015 (when
the ADVC was 24,388 averaged over the year), DBEDT statistics show that
ADVC exceeded 27,300 for four months of that year. And assuming an
annual tourism growth rate just 1% (just one-fifth of the growth rate
experienced over the past five years), by 2018 the 25,000 high-end of the
“desirable range” would be exceeded during seven months of the year. So
there is no foundation for the claim that the impacts of tourism should be
acceptable “until about 2030.”

IV. The Draft General Plan’s prescription for managing tourism growth: business
-as- usual.
The Draft proposes no policies and no actions to attempt to manage tourism
growth to
desirable, manageable or sustainable levels.
1. “The policy of the General Plan [with regard to tourism] is to uphold
Kaua'i as aunique visitor destination by focusing on revitalization and
limiting new resort growth to existing Visitor Destination Areas.” (Page 264) Notably, this policy does not speak to managing or limiting the amount
of tourism growth; it only refers to the location of future tourist
accommodations. Per a February 29, 2016 Planning Department
presentation to the General Plan Community Advisory Committee, there
are more than 3,700 potential new tourist units (approved, in the pipeline,
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or with resort zoning in the Visitor Destination Areas (VDAs). Compared to
an existing base of roughly 9,000 units, that constitutes a 41% increase,
which would support a comparable increase in ADVC. So limiting resort
growth to the existing VDAs would impose no constraints on tourism
growth over the next 20 years.
2. The essence of the Draft’s five tourism-related “Permitting Actions and Code
Changes” (Page 2-66) is to focus new resort development within the existing VDAs
which of course, has been the policy in the Comprehensive Zoning Ordinance for
decades. These actions are positive steps, and we support them, as well as related
recommendations in Table 4-4 ; but they would have very little impact on reigning
in the amount of tourism growth:








They call for no expansion of the existing VDAs or resort zones; but that will
not result in much change, as there are more than 3,700 unbuilt visitor units in
those areas; so these actions propose no serious limitations on growth
(especially under the 8.5% 20-year tourism growth forecast upon which the
Draft is built).
Rather than tying the approval of any additional resort units in the VDAs to the
adequacy of infrastructure and the mitigation/acceptability of impacts, the
policies would allow future resort units in the VDAs to be approved and
permitted just as they have been in the past, with no additional conditions.
Instead of proposing that no more resorts be approved unless infrastructure is
adequate and all environmental and quality of life impacts are acceptable, the
Draft proposes growth-inducing measures that would encourage even more
tourism, such as calling for the expansion of the Princeville Airport.
While the proposed actions would “focus” visitor services and facilities in the
VDAs, nowhere does the Draft state that such services and facilities should not
be approved outside the VDAs. The Draft does not propose that no future
permits be issued for the creation of tourist attractions and facilities on

67

Agriculture-zoned lands, Open-zoned lands, or public spaces; nor does it
propose that no future permits be issued for more tourist-serving souvenir
stores in Neighborhood Commercial areas.

3. The remaining “Partnership Needs” and “Projects” all focus on accommodating
and facilitating whatever level of tourism growth the international tourism market
demands, rather than preventing unacceptable increases in tourism growth from
occurring. The Draft proposes no policies, no targets, and no actions to try to keep
tourism growth to a desirable, manageable, sustainable level. Instead, the Draft’s
strategy is to widen Kuhio Highway and expand the bus system. But excessive
tourism’s impacts on crowding and lack of parking at beach parks, tourism’s
growth-induced housing impacts, the tourism mono-economy’s impacts on
resilience, etc., are entirely ignored. The Draft’s tourism “growth management”
policies and actions simply call for accommodation to all external market demand.
They do not have the potential to reduce growth; they do not provide any
mechanism to respond when the Draft’s very-unlikely 0.4% tourism growth per
year projection is exceeded; and they therefore do not reflect “sustainability.”
V. Recommended changes to the Draft General Plan in regard to Tourism
First: the Draft should be revised to acknowledge the many harmful impacts of
excessive growth in the tourism sector: continued growth in that sector will
increase infrastructure stress; traffic; gridlock; over-crowding of beaches and
parks; strains on fire, police, EMT and rescue services; noise; community
disruption; loss of Kauai’s rural character; and decreases in of both residents’
quality of life and visitors’ experience of Kauai.
Second: The important data problems noted in Section III of these comments need
to be addressed. Until the magnitude of the problem is clearly stated, the urgency
of the need for meaningful growth management policies and actions will not be
understood.
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Third: the General Plan needs to adopt the perspective that the County of Kauai
will be proactive, not reactive, in addressing the tourism growth management
problem. Just as County policies can encourage desirable growth, County policies
can be adopted to discourage undesirable growth. Instead of accepting DBEDT
tourism growth forecasts as immutable facts and then trying to accommodate
that growth, the General Plan should adopt the position that County government
will use all measures at its disposal to prevent tourism growth from exceeding a
desirable level.
Fourth: the General Plan should adopt within its “Vision and Goals” the statement
that
tourism-related development should be limited to a level that does not exceed
Kauai’s
infrastructure capacity, does not threaten Kauai’s rural character, and does not
degrade residents’ quality of life.
Fifth: the General Plan should establish a “not-to-exceed” target for growth of
tourism.
The maximum acceptable level of tourism should be such that it does not exceed
the
capacity of infrastructure, does not threaten Kauai’s communities and rural
character, and does not diminish the quality of life of residents. The target should
be no greater than the 2016 ADVC, for the following reasons.
If one takes the Draft’s forecasts at face value: Kauai’s population growth is
projected to total 31% between 2010 and 2035 (Page D-6), with part of that 31%
attributable to excessive growth in the tourism sector that creates excess job
demand that attracts more residents (i.e., some of the 31% growth forecast is
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growth that would probably not materialize if tourism growth was capped).8
Therefore, the 25% growth in tourism experienced between 2010 and 2015, to
which 2016’s and 2017’s additional growth in tourism (i.e., prior to the adoption
of the new General Plan) can be added, should be more than sufficient to meet
Kauai’s employment needs through 2035.
But it is also arguable that the growth target should be substantially less
than the 2016 ADVC: traffic congestion - much of it directly attributable to
the 25% increase in ADVC that Kauai has experienced between 2010 and
2015 - is already intolerable, not just in the Kapaa-Wailua corridor, but at
locations such as Route 560 in Hanalei Valley; Kauai’s rural character is
already being undermined by excessive crowding at parks and beaches;
residents’ quality of life is clearly already under siege as they can no longer
find places to park at parks and beaches; and Kauai’s economic resilience
has already been further undermined by its ever-increasing dependence
on the tourism mono-economy.
For these reasons, the “not-to-exceed” ADVC target for tourism that should be
adopted in the General Plan through the year 2035 should be something less than
the current (2016) ADVC; but it should most certainly be no greater than the
current ADVC.
Sixth: the General Plan should rewrite the Draft’s Policy 10 (Page 1-16), Policy 1
(Page 1-14), and the tourism policy statement (Page 2-64) as follows:
Uphold Kaua‘i as an Unique Visitor Destination
“Protect the identity of Kauai’s visitor industry by focusing on revitalization and
limiting
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new resort growth only to existing Visitor Destination Areas. Reduce visitors’
impacts
on infrastructure and communities. Protect Kauai’s communities and rural
character, and residents’ quality of life, by discouraging any increase in the
Average Daily Visitor Census beyond its current (2016) level.”
Manage Growth to Preserve Rural Character
“Preserve Kauai’s rural character by limiting the supply of developable land to an
amount adequate for future needs. Prohibit development not adjacent to towns.
Prohibit new tourism-related development outside the Visitor Destination
Areas. Ensure new development occurs inside growth boundaries and is compact
and walkable.”
Tourism policy
The policy of the General Plan is to uphold Kaua'i as a unique visitor destination by
focusing on revitalization, and limiting new resort growth and other tourismrelated
development to existing Visitor Destination Areas, and limiting the Average Daily
Visitor Census to its current (2016) level.
These changes are essential if Kauai is to preserve its quality of life, values, rural
character, and attractiveness to both residents and tourists.
Seventh: the General Plan should include concrete actions that will strongly
support
achievement of the tourism growth management policy goals. At a minimum,
these
actions should include:
In the area of permit approvals and zoning:
1. No expansion of VDA boundaries and no new Resort zoning.
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2. No approvals of any additional tourist accommodations, and no extensions of
permits for any already-approved tourist accommodations, without findings that
the proposed accommodations’ individual and cumulative environmental, social,
cultural and quality-of-life impacts have been fully mitigated.
This should include a comprehensive infrastructure study to ensure that
island-wide infrastructure is sufficient to meet the impacts of cumulative
development, including the proposed project, other reasonablyforeseeable projects, and approved but not yet built development.
Where additional infrastructure is required, proposed development
should be required to post bond to ensure that future infrastructure is in
place prior to the completion of the proposed development.
3. No approvals of tourism-related uses, including tourism-related
accommodations,
attractions and retail uses, on Agriculture-zoned, Open-zoned or non-VDA
Residential-zoned lands.
4. No expansion of tourism-related uses on public lands or facilities.
5. Approvals of development in Neighborhood Commercial zones conditioned on
the
uses being primarily resident-serving rather than primarily tourist-serving.
6. Closure of the Princeville Airport to all aircraft uses other than emergency or
disaster recovery uses, re-purposing the site for use as a tourism transit center
and park-and ride hub for the north shore.
7. Phase-out of non-conforming TVRs outside the VDAs (if necessary, by seeking
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amendments to HRS 46-4).
8. Rigorous enforcement against, and closure of, non-permitted and out-ofcompliance
transient rentals (TVR’s and B&B’s).
In the area of taxation:
9. Increase property tax rates for Resort properties, TVRs and B&Bs.
10. Obtain authority from the state to impose a county-specific Transient
AccommodationTax surcharge.
11. Impose higher tax on rental vehicles.
In other areas:
12. Redirect any County tourism promotion, and work to redirect the state’s
tourism
promotion for Kauai, towards tourism that will not increase the ADVC beyond the
current (2016) level, but will instead increase the economic impacts and reduce
the
negative impacts of tourism within the existing ADVC.
13. Eliminate County funding and subsidies for activities that are primarily
tourismfocused (such as marathons)
14. Institute resident-only parking areas and camping areas at crowded County
parks and facilities.
15. Restrict vehicle access on Route 560 west of Princeville to Kauai residents’
vehicles and public transit/shuttles. Give consideration to the possible issuance of
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a limited number of non-resident-vehicle day passes, not to exceed the disaster
evacuation and parking capacities of the area.
Finally: regarding implementation:
1. County Council resolutions and/or ordinances related to the actions above
should be adopted concurrent with the adoption of the General Plan.
2. The General Plan should include a timetable for legislative and administrative
implementation of each of the actions above.
3. The General Plan implementation plan should include a requirement for semiannual County Council reviews of progress made vis-à-vis the timetable, to keep
implementation on-track and to keep the public aware of successes and failures in
meeting the timetable and the General Plan’s goals.”
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“Recommendations Regarding Draft General Plan Chapter 4: Future Land Use
Working Group via
1. We question the statement (on page 4-7, citing the Hawaii Tourism Authority’s Laurel Quarton
2012 Visitor Plant Inventory) that in 2012, there were only 8,289 transient
(Via email)
accommodation units on Kauai. This number does not make sense compared to
other data (see table below): it is 16% lower than the published data for 2011, and
also lower than the numbers for 2008 and 2010.
2. We support the major conclusions regarding Kauai’s land use inventory (page 47): (i) more land is needed to accommodate residential growth; (ii) the majority of
the [residential] growth should be directed to Lihue and to existing town centers;
and (iii) existing resort lands are more than adequate to meet demand.
3. “Kauai’s Approach to Sustainable Growth” (page 4-8) is not sustainable in
regard to the Draft General Plan’s economic development vision, goals and
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actions. The Draft proposes that Kauai continue to increase its economic
dependence on ever increasing, uncontrolled growth in the tourism sector. This
strategy ignores the tourism sector’s growing, unsustainable negative
environmental and quality-of-life impacts, as well as the sector’s susceptibility to
dislocations from numerous events (including hurricanes, tsunamis, global
terrorism, recessions, and international tensions) that increasingly undermine the
resilience of Kauai’s economy. The lack of consideration given to growth
management (vs. growth accommodation) is not surprising, as only one item on
the list of “tools for growth management on Kauai” on page 4-9 (“Zoning or
Building permit allocation – limits the number of zoning or building permits that
are issued on an annual basis”) contemplates managing the amount of growth...
and even the use of that tool was not suggested by the Draft General Plan.
3. We support the proposed changes to resort areas (page 4-13) and the proposed
policy to preserve and protect Agricultural lands (page 4-13).
4.Regarding the proposed changes to urban areas (page 4-12), we defer to the
recommendations of the local community organizations in each of the affected
areas.
5. Regarding the proposed visions, goals and proposed actions for each of the four
planning districts that do not have recently-adopted community plans: the
strongly recommend that the General Plan explicitly state that no land use
designations related to “neighborhood center/neighborhood
general/neighborhood edge,” and none of the proposed visions, goals and
proposed actions, should be considered to be anything more than unvetted
preliminary proposals unless and until they have been endorsed by the
community association in the affected planning districts.”
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“What doesn’t work:

the time line—need more time

Working Group via
Laurel Quarton
(Via email)

What’s missing:
Lack of environmental stewardship, like overfishing which is one of the top 3
factors degrading marine ecosystems as well as pollution & climate change
Vision:
Thriving, healthy ecosystems
Recommendations:
i) Beaches/Ocean/Marine life Protection:
Create no take zones
Signage at ALL beaches “Respect the Reef” (these are on all other Islands)
Avoid using sunscreens which contain oxybenzone.
Need run-off regulation/enforcement
No driving on beaches
Educate lifeguards on environmental stewardship
ii) Parks:
Need to limit number of people
Composting toilets and or outhouses at Hanakapiai, Hanakoa, Kalalau, Wailua
River- serviced and maintained regularly
Signage: ‘Carry out what you carry in’, in addition to ‘Respect the Reef’
Enforce camping permit laws
Uphold leash law
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Provide recycle bins
iii) Shared Use Path (pg. 102)
Need to get community input for possible creation of a shared use path at North,
South and West side
iv) General:
‘Malama Kauai’ ad’s – Hoik’e, OC16, airlines, cruise ships to educate everyone on
environmental stewardship
Science and enforcement critical
v) Monitoring
County hire someone with environmental science degree
vi) Other
Need grocery store back in Lihue town center for true walking town
Need a community Arts Center in Līhu‘e”
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“MODEL FOR THE GENERAL PLAN:
Managing our Sustainable and Resilient Kaua`i

Working Group via
Laurel Quarton
(Via email)

Preamble: Our model recognizes that change is inevitable in regard to the future
of our island of Kaua`i. However, change does not need to occur in absence of the
control or determination by our Kaua`i community. We are a small, isolated island
in the middle of the Pacific and with each decision we make (or don’t make) our
options for making choices for our future may become increasingly limited. We
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also recognize that although we live in an interconnected and interdependent
world, having Island self determination and self sufficiency is the Ideal.
Managing our Sustainable and Resilient Kaua`i has been chosen as a model for
framing our new General Plan for Kaua`i to acknowledge the importance of
making conscious, well-informed decisions in every aspect of life on our Island.
Each decision we make must be made with clarity about the implications of how
we have chosen to move forward, for now and for the future generations who will
be impacted by our choices.
The intention of this model is not only to provide a framework for prioritizing how
we make decisions, but to also understand that these decisions and how they are
implemented need to be the collective responsibility of not only the Planning
Department, but our entire Island-wide Ohana including family members,
educators, our local businesses, Planning Commission, County Council, Mayors
office, County Offices, Hawaii State agencies, and Federal agencies.
The Values and Visions for our Plan are not limited to County jurisdiction, but are
intended to influence and inform our State and Federal partners, as well. We
must all be held individually and collectively accountable for achieving our goals
for our future.
VISION: What Our Sustainable and Resilient Kaua`i Looks Like
A naturally functioning mauka to makai island ecosystem provides the means
necessary to support an interconnected, self-reliant, and resilient island
community. We work together toward our collective future in which we all derive
livelihood, well-being and sense of fulfillment from living in harmony with the
natural ebb and flow of our island environment, where all residents of our Kaua`i
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Ohana continuously chart our future, make our decisions and conduct our lives
towards our collective purpose.
GOALS: The Direction We are Choosing for Our “Sustainable and Resilient
Future”
The following goals directly align with our Model and Vision. These goals take the
“ideal situation” described in our vision, and start to chart the course by providing
3 focus areas which help to articulate and define how Kauai is going to realize our
Sustainable and Resilient Future.
GOAL 1: ECOLOGICALLY SOUND AND HEALTHY ENVIRONMENT
Sustainable and Resilient Kaua`i means conserving, restoring, and protecting
Kaua`i’s natural beauty and all natural resources including land, water, air,
minerals and energy resources from mauka to makai – the mountain ridges to the
coastal margin and nearshore waters, in order to maintain the rural character,
quality of life and independence for our island of Kaua`i. Conservation, restoration
and protection of the environment provide the foundation for developing
sustainable policies for land use, renewable energy, infrastructure, a healthy
society and economy for our Kaua`i Ohana..
GOAL 2: DIVERSE AND THRIVING COMMUNITIES
Sustainable and Resilient Kaua`i is an island rooted in principles of Aloha and
Malama Aina which cherish our Hawaiian heritage and values. Additionally, we
collectively embrace and support a healthy mix of cultures, generations, origins,
and economic opportunities. Kaua`i is an island that provides excellent
educational, technical and capacity development opportunities, from keiki to
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kupuna, that allows each individual a diverse range of possibilities for a
prosperous future and the choice to maintain intergenerational families residing
on Kaua`i.
GOAL 3: ECONOMICALLY SELF-RELIANT AND PROSPEROUS
Sustainable and Resilient Kaua`i requires an economy based on increasing selfsufficiency, self-reliance and resilience for all our ohana in regards to food, energy,
shelter, jobs, economic opportunities, and other resources. This means that the
economic choices we make first and foremost serve our island-wide community
and our ability to become self-sufficient. This also means that each of us takes on
the responsibility, or kuleana, to reduce our ecological footprint in our own
lifestyle, land use, and interaction with our natural resources.
POLICIES: Providing the Criteria for Making Decisions About How We are Going
to Achieve Our Sustainable and Resilient Kaua’i
Directives for Applying This Policy:
A. ADHERENCE TO GENERAL PLAN
Decisions at all levels of County government will strictly adhere to the following
policies, as well as support all actions in the General Plan.
B. CZOs AND LAWS MUST CONFORM TO AND SUPPORT GENERAL PLAN
Upon approval of the General Plan, the County will start the process of making
CZO’s and any law making actions conform with and support these policies.
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Evaluation of whether these polices are being adhered to will be through an open
and transparent public process.
C. GUIDE AND LOBBY STATE AND FEDERAL AGENCIES
To the extent reasonable and allowed by law, the County will use these policies to
direct all State and Federal government actions specifically pertaining to Kaua`i.
D. MUST ADHERE TO ALL IMPLEMENTATION AND MONITORING GUIDELINES
The results-based monitoring schedule must be relevant to the targets and
associated indicators of change. The monitoring of implementation of actions
must follow the milestones/timeline schedule. The overall evaluation of both the
implementation and results of the plan will occur every two years.
POLICIES:
1. Manage Growth to Preserve Rural Character




Preserve Kaua`i’s rural character by limiting developable land to
current levels or less.
Ensure new development occurs inside urban boundaries and is
compact and walkable.
All future development and conveyance of properties must provide
for access for customary and traditional uses.

2. Manage Tourism-related Development:
 Limit Tourism-related development so it does not exceed Kaua`i’s
infrastructure.

81



Tourism should not threaten Kaua`i’s rural character, nor degrade
residents' quality of life.

3. Respect Cultural Diversity
 Protect public trust resources, cultural sites, and Hawaiian Rights.
 All properties must provide access for traditional and customary use of
shoreline areas, trails, and places for religious and cultural observances,
fishing, gathering, and recreational activities.
 Honor, learn from, integrate and perpetuate the application of traditional
knowledge and cultural practices into interactions with the land and sea
surrounding Kaua`i, from mauka to makai including the nearshore waters.

4.Provide a Range of Housing Opportunities for All Residents:
 Increase the amount of workforce housing available for local
households by focusing development and infrastructure
improvements in town areas.
 Provide a diversity of low income housing options to meet the needs
of community members.
5. Make Infrastructure Expenditures for Current Resident Needs
 Infrastructure expenditures should be prioritized around meeting
the needs of residents.
 All development project infrastructure costs will be borne by
developers by paying for these costs upfront.
6. Improve the Flow of Traffic & Reduce the Cost of Air Travel
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Manage current and potential future chronic congestion conditions
particularly in major growth areas through strategic infrastructure
improvement and increased multimodal transportation options.
Lobby for and Entice low cost carriers for lower inter-island fares

7. Support Income Diversification:
 Support opportunities for developing income generation that moves
Kaua`i away from a tourism-based mono-economy and towards a
sustainable economy with greater self-sufficiency and resiliency.
8. Increase Small-Scale Agriculture
 Nurture small-scale farms promoting crop diversity to increase food
security and support opportunities for the development of value
added products.
 Form stronger public-private partnerships with local farmers to
enhance food self-sufficiency.
9. Protect Our Watersheds & Naturally Functioning Ecosystems for Our Health &
Survival
 Restore and protect our watersheds from mauka to makai.
 Make decisions and act with the understanding that our traditional
Ahupua’a are comprised of living and supporting ecosystems.
10. Complete Kaua`i’s Transition to Clean, Renewable Energy:
 Reduce system-wide carbon emissions by at least 70% by 2035.
 Reduce energy use from non-renewable resources by transforming
electricity, transportation and infrastructure systems toward the
use of renewable energy and energy independence.
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Require all new development (residential and commercial) to
integrate renewable energy for electricity generation into all
structures.

11. Prepare for Climate Change:
 Prepare for impacts to the island economy, food systems and
infrastructure that will be caused by climate change.
 Reduce Kaua`i’s carbon footprint by transforming electricity,
transportation and infrastructure systems toward the use of
renewable energy.
KAUA`I COUNTY GENERAL PLAN UPDATE
recommendations on foundational components of the plan
December 5, 2016 7pm
Page 2 of General Plan: Honoring our Culture
Ua mau ke ea o ka `aina i ka pono
The life of the land is perpetuated in righteousness
We, the Ohana of Kaua`i, pledge to continue Recognizing, Honoring, and
Perpetuating the Native Culture of Kaua`i and Hawai`i, and the High Ideals and
Wisdom Set Forth for our Ohana, our Kuleana, our Kakou, and our Aloha
ALOHA
Akahai - kindness, expressed with tenderness
Lokahi - unity, expressed with harmony
`Olu`olu - agreeable, expressed with pleasantness
Ha`aha`a - humility, expressed with modesty
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Ahonui - patience, expressed with perseverance”
66

“We are opposed to the expansion of the Princeville Airport.”

Ronie and Danie
McReynolds
(via email)
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“Kekaha and Waimea are located in flood zones. Waimea has the levee for some
protection, however, Kekaha residents face an extreme rise in flood insurance
costs. Some residents are having a very hard time affording their insurance and
are not sure how long they can survive. It might be necessary to relocate housing
further up the mountain, which is currently all agriculture, I think. This would be
possible for Waimea also. Kikiaola Land Co., should have the ability to proceed
with their plans for development of lands between Kekaha and
Waimea. Returning it to Ag is not wise, since the problems with residents, on
pesticide use will only exasperate the issue. Also in this area is the possibility of a
sports complex mixed with residential or ranch estates, etc. There is still support
by the community for this. Further, development of open space type of
development, will help with the discharge of R1 sewer water from the Waimea
Sewage Treatment Plant.

Dee Morikawa
(State House District
16 Representative)
(via email)

Mahalo for the opportunity to submit comments.”
68
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“It is surprising that the planning committee has not taken into account the effect
of global warming. What about the infrastructure close to the sea? Shouldn't we
think about changing our roadways and our businesses? The dump has got to be
moved. All that trash is going to wash into the sea. We ought to stop encouraging
growth, it's only going to make things worse.”
“We applaud the County for making sustainable agriculture one of the center
pieces of the draft strategic plan. In the document there are many statements of

Sharon Geiken
(Kapa‘a)
(via email)

Working Group via
Laurel Quarton
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intention for increasing farming outcomes and related activities. As a collection of
farmers we value the intention of the County plan, but we believe there needs to
be a goal to help bring the intentions to fruition.

(via email)

It is our belief that the county should set specific and realistic targets for
increasing farm production to allow County, state and local institutions, as well as
individuals, to align and coordinate efforts for maximum gain.
The Food Self Sufficiency Model - Kauai farmers feeding Kauai residents for
increased economic, health and environmental outcomes
The 30/30 initiative, by 2030 30% of all produce consumed will have been grown
locally on Kauai
Vision
Kauai is known as the garden Isle for a reason. Fertile soil, diverse ecosystems and
year round growing seasons create the ideal place to farm the diverse products
needed to feed our populations. With plantation farming firmly in the past, now is
the time for Kauai to reclaim its heritage as leader is agriculture and sustainability.
As mentioned several times in the planning draft, greater food self-sufficiency is a
critical factor for the future of the island. We believe it should be the guiding
vision when developing and reshaping county policy; as it affects water, land,
environmental factors, tourism and economic development.
The power of this vision for greater food self-sufficiency is that it brings together
several existing components of the draft plan, that will aligning resources and
strengthen outcomes.
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Economic Development
 Directly supports 3 of the 6 target industries - food & agriculture,
sustainable technologies & practices and health & wellness (p.105)
 Contributes to 2016 (CEDS) (p.104)

Tourism
 Diversifying tourism to reduce impact on the environment and support
local culture (p. 107)
Agriculture
 “Our greatest opportunity for economic diversification and food selfsufficiency” (p.110)

Better outcomes for all Kauai
Economic outcomes - Keeping a larger portion of food spending dollars on island
would create millions in new spending for farmers, increase tax revenue, and
create jobs.
http://files.hawaii.gov/dbedt/op/spb/INCREASED_FOOD_SECURITY_AND_FOOD_S
ELF_SUFFICIENCY_STRATEGY.pdf
Health outcomes - Increased production of local produce will ultimately reduce
the overall cost and increase accessibility of fresh produce for the whole county.
Environmental outcomes - Increased support for low impact sustainable local
farms will reduce the waste and pollution associated with large scale shipping and
pesticide runoff.
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Goals
Support - Support and nurture local food farmers of all sizes
Increase - Increase access to farmland to new and existing farmers
Activate - Activate and nurture new markets and revenue opportunities for all
farmers.
Supporting Policy
Support
 Reduce water rates for landowners of agricultural lands in active
production. (p.114)
Increase
 Revise the agricultural property tax regime, including but not limited to the
Agricultural Dedication program, to increase incentives to lease land to
productive farms and prepare an ordinance or rule amendments as
appropriate. (p. 114)
 Work in partnership to increase small scale diversified farming (p.115)

Activate
 Increase access to healthy food in underserved neighborhoods and build
more equitable food systems, from cultivation to disposal (p.114)
 Increase agricultural production, including the development of secondary
and tertiary products and industries (p. 115)
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Expand commercial agriculture, attracting new agricultural support and
value added industries, and promoting locally-grown commodity sales
(p.115)
Pursue opportunities to link visitor industry marketing with marketing of
Kaua'i agricultural products (p.115)
Increase access to healthy foods, including grocery stores and farmers
markets with locally grown fruits and vegetables (p.116)

Targets
By 2030 30% of all produce consumed will have been grown locally
Increase land in agricultural food production by 50% 2300 (ish) acres under food
production now
Increase farm earnings by 50% by 2035 ( currently estimated at $113 million per
year)

Actions 30% food self-sufficiency by 2030
 Increase SNAP benefits when purchasing locally grown food.
 Community development grant to support for local food co-op to allow
small farmers to pool produce to supply larger demands
50% increase in land under cultivation for food by 2030
50% increase in farm earnings by 2035

89





Pass a smart tourism ordinance allowing farm homestay and education
guests on agricultural zoned and cultivated land, to open new revenue
streams for farmers and increase tax revenue to be invested in agriculture.
Restructuring of ordinances that block farmer from adding value to their
products

Leadership, Evaluation and Monitoring”
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“Dear Kauai County Planning Department,
Planned Parenthood Votes Northwest and Hawaii (“PPVNH”) writes with
comments on the Public Draft of the Kauai General Plan, Access to Health
Services Sections d and j.
d) Support programs that increase availability of family planning services

Laurie Field (Hawaii
Legislative Director
and Public Affairs
Manager)
representing
Planned Parenthood
(via email)

PPVNH strongly supports improved access to family planning services,
including abortion, as a means of reducing unintended pregnancy on Kauai
and empowering women to determine for themselves whether and when to
have a child. Kauai’s lack of family planning services, comprehensive,
medically accurate sex education and public education about the availability
and affordability of family planning, and abortion care, in particular, has
resulted in high social and economic costs, including a higher than average
teen pregnancy rate and a high unintended pregnancy rate among the
general population.
j) Support programs to increase participation in vaccination, disease
screening, and early detection and management of chronic disease
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PPVNH also strongly supports increased participation in vaccination, disease
screening and early detection and management of chronic disease. In
particular, we are concerned about the low rates of HPV vaccinations on
Kauai and support efforts to increase those rates through increase education
and access, in order to promote sexual and reproductive health and prevent
HPV-related cancer.
PPVNH urges the Planning Department to address these issues by adding
concrete goals and measurements to the Kauai Plan to ensure that Kauai’s
program support actually increases the availability of family planning services
and participation in vaccination programs. Although Planned Parenthood no
longer offers health care services on Kauai, we continue to consider ourselves
a community partner and welcome opportunities to support your efforts in
this regard.
Thank you for this opportunity to comment.”
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“Aloha,
I am writing in support of more opportunity for Kauai’s West Side. I am a
member of the board of directors of the Kikiaola Land Company, owners
and stewards of more than 600 acres of land between the communities of
Waimea and Kekaha.

Jim Beaver
(Kīkīaola Land
Company Ltd.)
(via email)

Waimea and Kekaha continue to suffer the after effects of the loss of the
sugar industry, two hurricanes, and consolidation of the seed corn industry
and resulting job losses. Many of our residents have to commute to Lihue
or Poipu for work. Our economic base is eroding:
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• Kauai Veterans Memorial Hospital has significantly cut its work force, and there
are rumors of its impending closure.
• Enrollment has declined at Waimea High School.
• PMRF has reduced the number of civilian staffing positions.
• Empty storefronts and industrial sites are becoming blights on our
communities.
Unfortunately, I see nothing in the Kauai County General Plan update draft posted
on plankauai.com that addresses West Kauai’s unique economic challenges. Not
only that, the draft plan compounds the problem by erasing Kikiaola’s community
development plans that have been part of Kauai’s General Plan for more than 15
years.
I’m speaking specifically of the Kikiaola Land Company’s plans to add additional
units to Waimea Plantation Cottages, to build much-needed housing near the
Waimea Canyon Middle School, to rejuvenate the old Waimea Sugar Mill for lightmanufacturing and retail uses, to provide boat storage and a fueling station at the
Kikiaola Small Boat Harbor, and to expand the Waimea Sports Park with additional
recreational facilities. All have been removed from the General Plan because the
first draft of the update throws the baby out with the bath water.
Although Kauai’s north shore and east side face challenges due to their high
volume of visitors and insufficient infrastructure, the same is not true for the west
side. Unfortunately, the remedy proposed for the north shore and east side is
poison to the west side. Don’t apply north shore growth constraints to the rest of
the island. One size doesn’t fit all. West side roads are not choking with cars. We
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have more than enough sewage treatment capacity. Where we come up short is
in jobs and housing. We could also use more incentives, encouragement,
innovation, and growth. We have the infrastructure to support it. Kikiaola’s
general plan designations and development solutions are needed now more than
ever.
West Kauai is a special case. It needs its own community development plan. As a
130-year member of the west Kauai community, and the company that provided
the land for the Kauai Veterans Memorial Hospital, the Waimea Canyon Middle
School, the sewage treatment plant and the sports park, Kikiaola welcomes the
opportunity to work with the county government and our communities - as we
have in the past - to create a plan that nourishes and sustains west Kauai, and also
serves the wants and needs of our residents, businesses, and visitors.”
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“The North Shore needs a public high school & health center. Please would you add them
to it - even though we’ve been trying to find a location for both for a number of years!”
“To whom it may concern,

Mary Paterson
(via email)
Ana
(written)

I propose to the county of Kaua‘i as a member of the community for the general plan of
the island due on 12/16/16 to completely avoid any inner city concept by way of low
income housing for I feel this only breeds hostile behavior among inhabitants. Instead I
feel the ag lands should be given by way of application to provide a bid for what would be
offered for the land use and priority should be given to those with generations on this
land with large families. Generally a reasonably for having large families is to have more
helping hands which is very useful in a farm like setting. This way people can live close to
nature instead of feeling trapped in a building. This way people will be spread out
throughout the ag lands and be able to propagate these lands to be fruitful once again.
The farmers will be able to provide a good and healthy life for the inhabitants of the
island at a more affordable cost for everyone by increasing the supply forcing the health
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food stores to minimize the prices and allow for more locally grown food to reach grocery
stores throughout the island. Also I propose to expand the Forest Preserve to encompass
the 3 separate regions so there may be no more construction of any kind and that any
future plans for maintenance and upkeep even new construction should be put to a rote
and approved by the Public before any plans move along the pipeline. Since this new
bridge is costing the State 2.5 million dollars to solve a atboding problem that happens 3
times a year along with providing pedestrian access, I would like the State to approve 2.5
million dollars for investment in the community to rebuild where needed as incentive to
stimulate small businesses geared towards family and community activities such as a
roller rink, more theatres, indoor rock climbing etc.”

74

“Aloha Members of Kaua`i Co. Planning Dept–Dec 16, 2016. While reading the DGP, p.180, I
came upon Future Land Use, Table 4.3 Changes to Urban Areas, E. Kaua`i, which states,
“Urban Center designation around Kapa`a MS changed to Agriculture (site of proposed
HoKua Pl. I heartily commend and applaud your courage in making this well-thought-out
recommendation. As you may know, while developer Greg Allen insists Kaua`i will be bereft
of affordable housing if HoKua Pl remains Agriculture, his idea of 25% affordable @
$500,000 per unit is paltry. He did not disclose many lots w/ houses would sell for over a
million. And he didn’t tell us how many years the affordable designation would be in place before selling at market price. A recent report stated a
Kaua`i working family could afford a $300,000 home.
In my letter to you dated 6-17-15 I stated Infrastructure Impacts of this enormously dense
project are my major concerns–Ample Sewage Treatment Facilities, Abundant (not just
adequate) Clean Water Supply, Increased Traffic Woes, and Solid Waste Disposal including
Construction Waste and Garbage, which must last the lifetime of all potential dwellers.
These are not all the Impacts, only the most significant. A FACT OF LIFE–Infrastructure
stresses result in Environmental degradation.

Sharon Goodwin
(via the GP Website)

The choice is clear–we must build a better and sustainable future by planning and design,
for affordable housing that stays affordable permanently. fpr fresh water, to mitigate run-
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off pollution from wastewater, to manage tourism so traffic woes lessen, move to Islandwide recycling habits. I strongly recommend the HoKua Pl Agriculture designation by
County Planning Dept remain “Agriculture.”
“one comment to help traffic flow in kilauea area. create intersection at banana
joes/minigolf restoring old road down to kalihiwai beach and close off current access into
kalihiwai from highway. possibly keeping exit onto highway to hanalei direction ONLY…”

“from the Kaua’i westside Watershed Council

Santo Giogrio
(via the GP website)
Rodhe Libre
(via the GP website)

These are the strategies left by our na kupuna makaainana and the path to which they have
led for us to espouse in lineal and cultural protocol, to which are laws of nature and the
equation for a true paradise forged in self resilience and self sustaining from waowao akua
to waowao kanaka to which we are the last living legal and witness of evidence to this
resources management kuleana. Hundreds of our citizens have gathered for thousands of
hours over the years and many have givent heir mana’o and gone on ahead never seeing
our government and global community address their plea and plight and save the
traditional and lineal habitat and practices.
Our stance is still the same in the westside general plan update “cultural protocol and
restoration” is necessary to comply, revitalize and prevent further destruction of our
historic sites, cemeteries, food habitats, environment, native species migration, habitat, and
water resources theft and impingement, illegal poaching, commercial, and entry to KAPU
areas, vistas protection, cattle near water resources and pollution, over development and
over capacity, ineffective enforcement policies, management, and procedures that
perpetuate violations, urban sprawl, and violations to cultural protocol and infringement of
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natural stewardship and legacy birthrights, evidence of environmental and civil rights
patterns of indifference and omission again the cultural community of the westside.
1) salt pond and puolo point and westside shoreline and diverse greenways adjacent to salt
pond shall continue regional cultural stewardship of legacy resources, no more poor city
development on ag and preservation lands, but removal of illegal and inappropriate
commercial and
human activities that has desecrated sacred areas and taught our generations resources
hoarding and how to exhaust culture and nature for foreign profits. “short term profits in
exchange for death of paradise, cultural life, and protocol”. Return control of agricultural
and sacred sites for restoration of food forests and habitat integrity thus allowing the self
sufficiency of the regional cultural community to return and can thrive.
Return the abandoned lands and sacred sites to the makanainana that have been working
against all odds to protect our own food and medicine supplies and historic legacy and
birthrights and ability to maintain in time of emergencies and natural and manmade
disasters. It is our right as national and federal citizens
to maintain protocol and survival of paradise and its inhabitants. County and state should
support community resources management and not bank legacy for outside profits. parks
and recreation divisions and dlnr state departments have proven to be more destructive
than helpful and accountable so it’s time to stop the devastation and war on culture and
self-sufficiency. We are not happy about Federal intervention, governmental
inappropriateness, habitat fleecing, globalization in employment and policy making and
infringements are unacceptable and acts of war right here on home soil.
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Allow regional protocol to re establish, managed by the regional makaainana , and you will
see the westside take the lead again towards higher education, self resiliency, improved
social economics, less crimes, environmental proficiency, world-class botanical gardens,
quality food and air and soil and waters, improved opportunity in all fields of commerce
and health, evolved activities and options for forefront communities of the future in holistic
leadership, research, demonstration models for the world, and accountability in holistic and
hospitiable environments and economics of the future, here today.
Our watershed has put in thousands and thousand of hours in my generation and data and
management evidence from 1989 and back to our great grandfathers in resources
management and protocol for this particular region is untarnished. Inter governmental and
interagency protocol watch and engagement has not been broken since implemented in
the late 1890’s and our continuity is untethered and
we object in entities trying to replace and displace our lineal and cultural legacy and aha
kuleana.
Our cultural community has met and addressed issues since 1989 n incorporated arm in
1999 and continued protocol and resources management since then and have engaged in
trying to make govt respond to our implemented cultural protocol and nature laws to only
face parroted policies and infringements of our cultural practices, migration paths, water
stealing, reef and shoreline destruction, and the oppression of our community once again.
Return diverse agricultural shoreline lands, wetlands, sacred sites, and water resources to
our westside community stewards and watch the westside grow momona where it should
be…make the westside GREAT AGAIN. County and state and federals cannot and have not
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so your need to please allow our community to survive the way we should and be the
experiments of profits for outsiders..then and only then our visitors and our future
generation will see a better future in I KA PONO…anything less is uncivilized and ignorant
and acts of cultural and spiritual war.
please add this to the comments and an elaborated and succinct compilation action 1999
and 2005 plans and comprehensive lateral compliance strategic timeline and community
master plan is available…cultural protocol and inter governmental engagement action
plans are congruent to the emergency and mitigation strategies manual as well.
We have been waiting too long for our govt to respond to our emergency conditions and
the time is dire and action necessary. We solicit your assistance and support but do not
wish to give up our kuleana, protocol, culture, lifestyle, birthright, and legacy of life. We
wish to continue to encumber and restore to what has been violated, abandoned, and
abused in our region. We welcome the county’s consideration and collaboration for a more
healthier and proper future to improve all life on this island and its finite resources. Food,
environment, and medicines are most important and the development on shoreline
greenways, sacred and historic areas, cemeteries, watershed pathways have only led to
death upon more deaths and one death is too much…give back Puolo point and salt pond
areas and that air strip needs to be stripped outta there from long ago and the illegal
commercial and modern recreational activities need to stop…KWWC had been caring for
these shorelines for over 150 years generationally …we wish to continue our kuleana and
walk together with the county to restore our Kaua’i’s once greatness and unabated
leadership. Compromise is not an option anymore. The environment is suffering and the
appropriate actions that our watershed makaainana and council pioneers have shone the
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way but powers that be need to comply towards betterment and not small individual
profits.
KWWC continues to resource management our region and lets not the lives of our
Founders be in vain for if we do not act today we are all guilty of the destruction of
tomorrow. the time is now and we are already ready… we cannot lose more diverse agr
lands and food forests and continue to allow foreign intervention to rule our communities.
Appropriate things in appropriate places. Puolo point and salt pond cannot take anymore
people or activities… YOU HAVE KILLED SALT POND AND SHORELINE AND DIVERSE FOOD
FORESTS OF THE WESTSIDE WITH YOUR INEFFECTIVE POLICIES AND DESTRUCTIVE
ACTIONS. Please give us back our area and watch us restore the area to where the county
and the world will see the difference in JUST one year….and adopt-a-park agreement will
not do for cultural stewardship. We need this cultural center in the area to be the apex of
restoration and higher education= cultural protocol lives…let’s be the example and be the
leaders of a better nation again. it won’t hurt to be the difference in truth.”
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“Planning is great, but be prepared that it will be largely ignored. A good example is the

Wil
(via the GP Website)

1973 or was it 1978? General Plan which proposed a road behind Coco Palms, an alternate
way across the Wailua River….too expensive? Now, it’s at least twice as much as it woul
dhave been then.
Taking out the dangerous curve on Kamalu was there, too, but never got straightened out–
people have died at that one-way bridge on a curve.
So it’s hard to get one’s hope up that a General Plan will actually make a difference.
But keep on believing!”

99

78

“I agree with Valerie. There is no link to the Plan.

Donna Carsten
(via the GP Website)

And obviously no one is reading the comments because she posted on 11/11 and it is now
11/22.”
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“Please recognize that resident Owned Homestays and Bed and Breakfasts were not

Alexis Boilini
(via the GP Website)

allowed to participate in the Vacation Rental permit process on 2008-2011 and were not
allowed to secure a use permit after the year 2000 because the TVR ordinance 864 clearly
stated they would have their own process at a later date this causing the discontinuation of
the Use Permit being available and leaving these few resident owners with no means of
becoming part of permit process from 2000-2016.

There are 3-4 Bed and Breakfast owners and several more Homestay owners who have
have been patiently waiting for their own permit process since 2000. They are long time
residents too and, one would logically think, should be treated fairly as citizens who have
always had similar uses. Lastly, Bed and Breakfasts bring a perferred alternative
accommodation and service to the thousands of European and Canadian tourists. It is
proven this traveler spends more tourist dollars per capa more out into the community
rather than spend in house dollars.
Please allow us a the “separate process with clear and concise standards” allowing us a
more personal input in the development as promised in Ordinance 864 and as
recommended in the 2005 Kauai General Plan Framework (by HH&F planning)”
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“I support your recommendation that the area adjacent to Kapaa Middle School be
designated "agriculture" and not "urban".

Micheal Goodwin
(via the GP Website)

Hokua Place and developments like it are not the answer to our middle and lower income
family housing shortage, in my opinion. The development of so-called affordable housing
(from the high 400's) by D R Horton in Honamaulu is an example of obsolete urban
development that mostly invites in-migration.
Add to that the acute infrastructure deficiencies in Wailua-Kapaa. As the cost of the rail
project in Honolulu goes up, the possibilities for state highway funds to improve Kuhio
Highway goes down inversely.
I believe the Planning Department's recommendation in the Future Land Use section
regarding Agriculture designation around Kapaa Middle School is the correct one.”

81

“I own property located at 4792 Lawai Road. This property has been in our family since
1959, and a rental property since that date, with the exception of the years following
Hurricane Iwa. The purpose of this email is to urge your support for the inclusion of Lawai
Rd, from the Beach House Restaurant west to Spouting Horn, into the VDA. After many
months of “ robust” public meetings, and the considerable efforts of the Planning
Department, the South Kauai Community Plan expanded the VDA designation to include
this stretch of Lawai Road, and the Planning Department recommended adoption of the
such inclusion to the County Council . The reason for such a recommendation, and the
reason to honor the recommendation of the community and the Planning Department
are as follows:

Mark McMaslin
(via email)

* Not one owner in the subject area, or elsewhere on Kauai objected to the inclusion of
these homes in the VDA. This area is by all definition a resort area not dissimilar to the
Lawai Beach Resort, which is included in the subject area and included in the VDA.
* The area of 35 oceanfront homes has always been a resort destination. With only 3
permanent residents, the inclusion of these homes will not impact the housing shortage
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on Kauai. These will never be converted to permanent housing for Kauai residents.
The continuance of the rental program for these homes under VDA zoning is not a “threat
to the residential character” of this area.
* The homes planned by Kukuiula for a future phase mauka of Lawai Road will be in the
VDA, so on one side of the road the VDA designation will apply, but on the oceanfront, it
will not. We will continue to be assessed at a higher rate, but will not enjoy the same
zoning priority. This is basically not fair. If those homes on the oceanfront that currently
are licensed to vacation rent with a TVR Permit cease to rent for a period of time so the
owner can reside , the right to rent is lost. This won’t be true on the other side of the
street. Further, if an owner fails to renew their permit on time they lose the right to
continue as a vacation rental. Not so at Kukuiula. Our property values are impacted by
this unfair application of the zoning laws. Our area, surrounded by VDA-zoned Kukuiula,
and the Lawai Beach Resort is being spot zoned for no reasonable reason.
* The active rental market for these homes is an anomaly on Kauai, except perhaps
along the bay at Hanalei. The rental rates are significant, as are the taxes paid, and the
support given year round to commerce on the south side. Removal of these homes from
the rental market at any future time by the reasonable usage of the owner, or the failure
of the owner or manager to properly renew, will negatively impact the coffers of the
County of Kauai, State of Hawaii and the local retail merchants. The homes will sit vacant,
the property taxes will be considerably less and everyone loses.
* Our area should appropriately be zoned Resort as is, for example, the CIRI subdivision
at Makahuena. These 10 homesites, which will be added to the VDA when built,
are oceanfront single family residences and most likely second homes, exactly as are the
homes in the subject area. The expansion of the VDA to include these to-be-built homes,
and not the long standing equivalent homes on Lawai Road, is unfair and unreasonable.
* Are the homes on Lawai Road less resort than those at Kiahuna Poipu Golf Resort, and
other planned residential units included in Appendix F of the Draft General Plan ? We fit
the criteria for “resort” zoning;
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Walking distance to retail amenities
Surrounded by resort-zoned areas
Compatible with the established use, exclusively visitor rentals
Comparable with all other oceanfront rental areas on the south side of Kauai
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On behalf of the owners on Lawai Road west of Lawai Beach, please revisit the intention
to set aside the recommendation of the South Kauai Community Plan and to exclude
these homes from the VDA based on an island wide policy of non-expansion of VDA
zoning. While this may well be appropriate in many areas of Kauai where the residential
character is impacted, and objections have been voiced, the subject area of Lawai Road is
recognized as a resort area by the Planning Dept and residents of Kauai and should be
formally and zoned as such.”
“I think another extension is required, bit if not the three things I wish to add are 1. stop
KPD from using DHHL lands for kapaa substation near mahelona hospital, move fire
police, ambulance in with each other. 2. stop dlrn dofa from reopening the loop mauka
keahou stream 1 bridge now and two bridges later off the record plans, including green
energy loggin on behalf of kiuc, dow 100% diverson blue hole to hydropower, and never
again use the term "to enhance the visitor experience" what about us sheeple who came
before those of you in government were born. STOP stealing, pilferaging, and continuing
the RUSE. NEVER was NEVER will be a legal lawful U.S. FEDERAL domestic state. DUE
DILIGENCE people who are the plan kauai mogals. Wake up and see the kauai coffee
fields, hear the cry of its people, not for money only what remains ALOHA, which is dying
as kauai already has.

Debra Kekaualua
(via email)

sincere regards and mahalo for allowing my words to be part of your planning process. I
have truth and abounding integrity as does my ohana at-large.”
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“Ladies and Gentlemen,

Joan and Larry
Gehrke
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As residents and property owners on Kalihiwai Road, we were alarmed to hear about
proposed language in the Kauai Master Plan contemplating expansion of Princeville
Airport. At the present time, small jets fly low over our house, producing exhaust and
disturbingly loud noise as well as a safety risk should there be a crash. Happily, this is not
a daily occurrence, but we strongly disagree with the idea of including language that
might increase the number of flights.

(via email)

There is no need or demand for expansion of the Princeville Airport and it would present
a hazard for us and our neighbors. Please do not include such language in the any
planning for Kauai’s future.”
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“Arthur and Donna Altounian object to the expansion of the Princeville Airport. We are
residents of Anini Vista and our lives and our property values will be seriously affected.
We appreciate anything that can be done to prevent the expansion.

Donna Altounian
(via email)

Thank you”
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”The Board of Directors of the Hanalei-to-Ha’ena Community Association
(“HHCA”)
submits the following comments and concerns regarding the November 2016
Discussion Draft of the Kauai General Plan (“Draft”).

Hanalei-to-Ha'ena
Community
Association
(via email)

I. Tourism
Tourism is an important part of Kauai’s economy; but the Kauai economy’s overreliance on ever-increasing growth in tourism is an existential threat to the
character of the Hanalei-Wainiha-Ha’ena area, and to the safety and quality of life
of residents of the area. Island-wide, the ratio of tourists-to-residents exceeds
40% for much of the year. But the situation in the Hanalei-Wainiha-Ha’ena area is
far more extreme. The resident population in this area is less than 1500 people.2
If even as few as 6% of the tourists on Kauai on an average day visit the north
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shore, they can double the population of the Hanalei-Wainiha-Ha’ena area. The
area’s infrastructure is not capable of handling this; the area’s rural character and
quality of life are compromised by this; and safe, rapid evacuation of the tsunami
zone is made impossible by this.






Tourist traffic is overwhelming the Hanalei-Wainiha-Ha’ena area’s roads
and bridges,beach and parks, parking capacity, commercial centers and
neighborhoods.
Expanding tourist activities and services are crowding out residents at
local beach parks (for example, Black Pot and Ke’e) and beaches (for
example, Makua).
Hanalei, Wainiha and Ha’ena have been converted (through the
proliferation of illegal and grandfathered TVRs and B&Bs, made worse by
poorly-regulated transient rental websites such as AirBnB) into de facto
resort areas, leaving fewer and fewer residences available for residents.
Safe evacuation of the Hanalei-Wainiha-Ha’ena tsunami zone is not
possible when it needs to be done quickly, due to the very large and everincreasing number of tourists and tourist vehicles west of Princeville.

The Draft projects only an additional 8.5% increase in Average Daily Visitor Census
(ADVC) over the next 20 years (just 0.4% per year). This is an amount which in
itself is already problematic as the present ADVC exceeds desirable levels. But
based on the past 5 years’ average ADVC growth rate of 4.6% per year, it is very
clear that this 8% per two decades projection is unrealistically low, and that the
problems that will be created if uncontrolled tourism growth is allowed to
continue will be unmanageable. The Draft’s five tourism-related “Permitting
Actions and Code Changes” (page 2-66) propose to focus new resort development
within the existing VDAs. We of course support this reaffirmation of the purpose
of the VDAs. We also support the related recommendations (in Table 4-4) to not
increase the amount of Resort zoning in the future. But these actions would do
very little to reign in tourism growth over the next 20 years, as there would still be
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more than more than 3,700 unbuilt visitor units in the VDAs. The most significant
problem with the Draft is that it proposes no policies, no targets, and no actions to
try to limit tourism and tourism growth to desirable, manageable, sustainable
levels. Instead, the Draft’s strategy is to accommodate, facilitate and encourage
more tourism growth. Even more disconcerting, the Draft has no prescription for
what to do when its extremely unlikely forecast of just 0.4% tourism growth per
year is exceeded.
We therefore believe that it is very important that the General Plan redirect the
County’s tourism policies and actions from the current “come-one, come-all”
boosterism of tourism, to a set of policies and actions focused on discouraging any
increase in the number of tourists beyond the current ADVC.
In addition to keeping matters from becoming worse, high priority must be given
to implementing measures to reverse the damage that has already occurred, and
to restore to Hanalei-Wainiha-Ha’ena the balance, rural character, quality of life
and safety that have been lost under the existing General Plan. The harmful
impacts of the existing level of tourism in Hanalei-Wainiha-Ha’ena must be
reduced. This requires decreasing tourism’s traffic and parking impacts, returning
our neighborhoods to residential uses, and restoring the public’s ability to safely
evacuate the tsunami hazard zone. We therefore recommend that the Draft be
revised to incorporate the following:
1. The General Plan’s “Vision and Goals” should state that tourism-related
development on Kauai should be limited to a level that does not exceed Kauai’s
infrastructure capacity, does not threaten Kauai’s rural character, and does not
degrade residents’ quality of life.
2. The General Plan should adopt the policy that to protect Kauai’s communities
and rural character and residents’ quality of life, County government will use all
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measures at its disposal to discourage any increase in the Average Daily Visitor
Census beyond its current (2016) level.
3. The Draft’s proposed tourism policy should be amended to state that: “The
policy of the General Plan is to uphold Kauai as a unique visitor destination by
focusing on revitalization, limiting new resort growth and other tourism-related
development to existing Visitor Destination Areas, and limiting the Average Daily
Visitor Census to its current (2016) level.”
4. The General Plan must include concrete actions to achieve these tourism
growth management policy goals. Those actions should include the following:
(a) Increase taxes on rental vehicles; increase property taxes on resorts, TVRs and
B&Bs; and obtain and use authority from the state to increase the Transient
Accommodation Tax. (b) Confine all new tourism-related uses, including tourismrelated accommodations, attractions and retail uses, to the existing VDAs.
(c) Do not permit any expansion of tourism-related uses or commercial activities
on public lands or facilities.
(d) Phase-out non-conforming TVRs outside the VDAs (seeking amendments to
HRS 46-4 if necessary); strictly enforce against, and close, non-permitted and outof compliance transient rentals (TVRs and B&B’s); and take strong action as soon
as possible to deal with the enforcement challenges created by on-line transient
accommodation websites such as AirBnB.
(e) Redirect any County tourism promotion, and work to redirect the state’s
tourism promotion for Kauai, towards tourism that will not increase the ADVC and
will reduce the negative impacts of the existing ADVC. This includes eliminating
County funding and subsidies for activities or events that are primarily tourism
focused.
(f) Institute priority access for residents (resident-only camping areas, allocation of
a percentage of campsites for residents, and/or resident priority in the camping
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permit reservation system) at crowded County parks.
(g) Institute resident-only parking areas, supported by strictly-enforced tow-away
regulations, at crowded parks and facilities and in neighborhoods affected by
nonresident parking.
(h) Restrict vehicle access on Route 560 west of Princeville to Kauai residents’
vehicles and public transit/shuttles. (Consideration can be given to the possible
issuance of a limited number of non-resident-vehicle day passes, not to exceed
the disaster evacuation and parking capacities of the Hanalei-Wainiha-Ha’ena
area.)
(i) Determine the disaster evacuation capacity, legal parking capacity and
wastewater disposal capacity of the Hanalei, Wainiha and Ha’ena communities,
and the numbers of vehicles, tourists and residents in these communities on both
peak and average days. The scope and details of this work should be defined
with substantial community input, to ensure that the work truly evaluates the
capacity and limitations of the area’s infrastructure as it currently exists.
5. The Draft’s proposal to “support the expansion of the Princeville Airport to
reduce visitor vehicle miles.” (page 2-51) and the related changes to Land Use Map
(pages 4-12, 5-3, 5-8) should be deleted. The proposal would be growth-inducing
(making it easier for more tourists to come to Kauai) and would also create
additional aircraft noise over Hanalei. The County should be discouraging, rather
than encouraging and facilitating, increases in tourism. The Draft’s proposed
Permitting Action regarding the Princeville Airport site should be changed to
“Close the Princeville Airport to all aircraft uses other than emergency or disaster
recovery uses, and repurpose the site for use as a tourism transit center and parkand-ride hub for the north shore.”
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“II. Viewplane Protection
The Draft proposes regulatory tools to “preserve views” and “minimize impacts to
view corridors from roads or public places to the ocean, and from the mauka to
makai” (pages 2-13, 2-83). This wording needs to be amended, as it explicitly
limits the viewplane protection concept, eliminating from consideration other
important viewplanes that ought to be protected - for example, the very
important views of the Hanalei River ridge from Hanalei’s beaches and Hanalei
pier. Please amend the wording to “Minimize impacts to view corridors from roads
or public places to the ocean, from public places and the ocean to important
landmarks, from makai to mauka, and from the mauka to makai.”

Hanalei-to-Ha'ena
Community
Association
(via email)

The explanatory text on page 2-83 also neglects to mention the Hanalei River
ridge
viewplane, which is puzzling given the well-known community and island-wide
concern over protecting this iconic viewplane. Please amend the text to include
the Hanalei River Ridge: “Other less known landmarks are no less important to
defining our sense of place, particularly for the communities near them. For
example, Crater Hill is an important coastal landform near Kīlauea Town, the
Hanalei River ridge defines the iconic views of Hanalei from the areas beaches,
parks, waters and pier, while Hā’upu Ridge frames the Līhu‘e District and divides it
from the South Kaua‘i District. Landforms such as Kālepa Ridge and Kilohana
Crater have similar framing qualities and help define and characterize nearby
communities as distinct settlement areas”). The Hanalei River ridge should also be
added to the Heritage Resource Map (Figure 5-8).”
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III. Transportation: Traffic Calming
The Draft proposes to collaborate with DOT on certain matters (roundabouts, for
example) related to state highways and county roads (page 2-34). A similar policy
should be included in the General Plan for the far more important issue of traffic

Hanalei-to-Ha'ena
Community
Association
(via email)
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calming on state highways and county roads in residential areas. Traffic calming is
of particular importance to the Hanalei- Wainiha-Ha’ena communities on Route
560/Kuhio Highway, as well as on Weke Road.
Please add an additional Partnership Action (after Partnership Action 3.b on page
2-34) stating the following: “Develop policies and implement actions for traffic
calming on County roads, and strongly urge HDOT to implement actions to calm
traffic on State Highways in residential communities.”
88

“IV. Issues Specific to Hanalei, Wainiha and Ha’ena
A. Proposed Vision, Goals, Actions and “Place Based Designations”
Regarding the proposed vision, goals, actions and “place based designations” for
Hanalei (pages 4-61, 4-62, 4-66 and 5-8): as Hanalei does not have a recentlyupdated community plan, the adoption of any of these visions, goals, actions or
designations in the General Plan would be premature, as such an adoption would
be a top-down imposition of these visions, goals and actions on our community.
Indeed, some of the proposals could be cause for some concern. For example, the
proposed requirement that off-street parking lots be located behind buildings
could
unduly constrain Hanalei’s town character; the proposed creation of a park-andride
location in Hanalei town would encourage more tourist rental cars to come into
the valley to park in Hanalei rather than at a Princeville transportation hub; and
the proposed “neighborhood center/neighborhood general/neighborhood edge”
designations could have many ramifications regarding the types of development
allowed in those areas. To avoid any future misunderstandings about the nature
of the proposals, we request that the General Plan explicitly state that no land use
designations related to neighborhood center/neighborhood
general/neighborhood edge, and none of the proposed visions, goals and actions,

Hanalei-to-Ha'ena
Community
Association
(via email)
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should be considered to be anything more than unvetted preliminary proposals
unless and until they have been endorsed by the community.
B. Agricultural zone, Open zone and Public land policies for Hanalei-WainihaHa’ena
We support the proposed policy to “preserve and protect Agricultural lands” (page
4-13). However, we believe it is very important that the General Plan also state
that no tourism development (agricultural tourism, B&Bs, tourist attractions, etc.)
will be allowed in the Hanalei-Wainiha-Ha’ena Agricultural and “Natural” zones;
and that Hanalei-Wainiha-Ha’ena taro fields shall be protected from all
development, including gentleman’s estates, by the removal/transfer of all
housing density from these lands.
We request that the General Plan actions for Hanalei also include actions
committing the County to work with the DLNR to: (i) not allow any expansions of
commercial activitieson state-jurisdictional public lands; (ii) implement the County
Council’s 2014 resolution (Resolution 2014-49) to protect Hanalei Bay from
threats posed by mega-yachts/offshore TVRs; and (iii) vigorously enforce DLNR’s
regulations for Hanalei-Wainiha-Ha’ena beaches and waters.
C. Disaster Preparedness/Emergency Evacuation
Notably missing from the Draft’s proposed goals and actions (page 4-66) are goals
and actions to ensure that new development does not further degrade the safety
of our communities in the event that rapid evacuation is required. The General
Plan’s policies and actions should not encourage new development in the tsunami
evacuation areas, which encompass most of Hanalei and Ha’ena and much of
Wainiha.


Permitting Action 1.c (on page 2-24) states: “Allow additional rental units
in all residential communities.” This Action should be conditioned (just as
Action 1.a on that page is conditioned) as “Allow additional rental units in
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all residential communities, with the exception of areas affected by
existing and future hazards.”
Permitting Action 1.c (on page 2-31) states: “Decrease the number of
nonconforming Transient Vacation Rentals in existing neighborhoods
through attrition.” This policy is inadequate and almost meaningless (as
attrition is rare) to deal with the enormous load that TVRs (which
generally have far more occupants per house than residences have)
impose on our communities’ disaster evacuation capability. The Action
should be reworded as “Decrease the number of nonconforming Transient
Vacation Rentals in existing neighborhoods by seeking to phase-out nonconforming TVRs (seeking amendments to HRS 46-4, if necessary).”

The General Plan’s policies and actions should also work towards reducing the
existing threats to our communities’ disaster resilience by reducing the ADVC west
of Princeville to a level that can be supported by the area’s existing infrastructure.
Limiting the number of non-resident vehicles that enter Hanalei Valley (see Item
I.4.h above) is an important first step for increasing our communities’ disaster
evacuation capability.

D. Bike Paths in Hanalei-Wainiha-Ha’ena
The “North Shore Shared Use Path” cited in the Draft was a plan produced by a
special interest group (Kauai Path) without community consensus or approval; and
as such, it should not be afforded legitimacy as public policy. While it is very likely
that there is widespread community support for one-or-more shared use paths in
the Hanalei-Wainiha-Ha’ena communities, the purposes, locations, designs and
other parameters of such paths should be the product of our communities’ vision,
needs and desires, not those of an outside agency or special interest group. It
would therefore be very wrong for the General Plan to declare that County policy
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is to “construct the North Shore Shared Use Path,” or to indicate that path on the
Transportation maps in Chapter 5.
Therefore, we request that the Draft be amended as follows:






Amend the statement that DOT provide bicycle facilities “on all State
Highways, including bridges.” (page 2-41) This statement paints with too
broad a brush, and in addition to not reflecting any community
consensus, it would have very negative implications as the “all” in the
statement can/will be used as an attack on our cherished one-lane
bridges (which are important both as historical and traffic calming
facilities). The Draft’s statement should be conditioned by removing the
word “all” and appending the phrase “where desired in community
plans.”
The Draft’s proposal to “Construct the North Shore Shared Use Path”
(page 2-60) is based solely on the 2012 North Shore Path Alternatives
document that was produced by a bicycle path advocacy group. The
Draft’s proposal should be amended to read “Evaluate the possible
creation of one-or-more north shore shared use paths, consistent with the
visions and desires of the affected local communities and local Community
Plans.”
The “North Shore Path” should be deleted from the Policy Maps on pages
5-41, 5-42 and 5-43, as the “North Shore Path” should not be
misconstrued to have any legitimacy as public policy at this time.

Again, the concern stated above should not be mistaken as opposition towards
one-or-more possible shared use path(s). Instead, it simply requests that the
current vision for bicycle access in the Hanalei-Wainiha-Ha’ena communities 3 be
respected by the General Plan unless and until that vision has been updated
through an open, collaborative process that reflects the communities’ desires.”
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“V. Implementation
The General Plan needs to include both a timetable for the implementation of the
actions, resolutions and ordinances proposed in the Plan, and a requirement for
semi-annual progress reports to the County Council. Without a requirement to
report to the public, including progress on meeting the Plan’s milestones,
implementation will fail.
Thank you for your consideration of these comments and concerns.”

Hanalei-to-Ha'ena
Community
Association
(via email)
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“Aloha,

Wicki Van Der Veer
(via email)

I am submitting these comments for consideration as part of the preparation of
the General Plan.
Any expansion of the former Princeville Airport should be subject to an EIS. This is
required if the scope of an expansion is greater than the prior use of the site.
Additionally, any expansion or reactivation of the airport should be subject to
current land use law and regulation.
Impacts on all of the surrounding communities including Hanalei Town must be
assessed.
These potential impact areas include but are not limited to;
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

noise
traffic
archeological
cultural
economic
flora and fauna
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7. watershed
I make these comments on my own behalf, but have spoken with many people
who share these concerns.
Feel free to contact me if you would like to discuss any of these matters in more
detail.”
90

“Aloha Plan Kauai,
Attached are more comments and signatures in favor of returning to the original
Hokua Place URBAN designation in Kapaʻa. We have seen overwhelming support
for housing in the Hokua Place location. The location supports a walkable
community and discourages the pattern of housing sprawl that we see taking over
the Kapaʻa homesteads area.”
[attached Dec 2016 Signatures]

Joanne Allen
(via email
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“COMMENT ON KAUAI GENERAL PLAN UPDATE

Juan Wilson
(via email)

TO: Kauai Planning Department
FROM: Juan Wilson: Architect-Planner, POB 949, Hanapepe, HI 96716 Phone:
(808) 335-0733
SUMMARY
Reject this plan and its approach. It is a warmed over version of the suburban tract
take over of much of America. It is unsustainable and wasteful of energy and
resources. It ignores global warming, sea rise, climate change, CO2 emissions,
food security, sustainability, resilience, self-reliance, and many more important
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issues than “growth” through speculative real estate development and population
increase.
The only driver for this abominable plan is what the Planning Department calls
“natural” population growth. That is the small percentage of growth per year of
births over deaths of Kauai residents compounded over decades. It seems
the Planning Department is like the carpenter whose only tool is a hammer and
sees everything as a nail. Building out the island is the solution to any problem the
County has.
Instead of building out the island, it would seem much less expensive( and better
for Kauai) to just slightly reduce the rate of births. This can be accomplished in a
number of ways - Obviously they would include EDUCATION, and INCENTIVES.
There also should be an examination of the cultural and social means that
Hawaiians, and other island peoples, have dealt with the limitations of their
islands resources. This, in truth, is what the world has to deal with with its
burdensome human population.
INTRODUCTION
As a Kauai resident and architect/planner I've been concerned with the island’s
General Plan update process and resulting report. Like many such documents, it
turns out to mostly "eyewash", "boiler plate", "window dressing", and "feel good
fluffery" that merely disguise its real purpose... to promote real estate
development… specifically, in this case, to get the approval from the public of a
plan to convert Agricultural designated land into suburban sprawl with the effect
of doubling the population of Kauai in a generation.
The Big Ag companies that used to operate coconut groves, pineapple and
sugarcane plantations are at a loss. Companies like Grove Farms and Alexander
&amp; Baldwin see no way forward except to convert their property from a State
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Land Use designation of Agriculture to the State Land Use designation of Urban.
I've seen the A&amp;B annual reports identifying all their land from Poipu to Port
Allen (some 3,000 plus acres) in their mind being Urban.
But not Urban in the sense of old Koloa, Hanapepe or Waimea Town - really it's
(sub)Urban in the sense of Milliani and the suburban sprawl on central Oahu that
occurred after the failure of much of the pineapple industry over the last 30
years.
One thing has been clear since the previous Kauai General Plan was put in play in
2000 (and not followed by the County). The people of Kauai want the island to
remain rural in character. But that dream is slipping away with every new big box
store and fast food franchise.
THE PROBLEM
I have been working with the Hanapepe-Eleele Neighborhood Association (HENA)
on reviewing the currently proposed Kauai General Plan Update. We have been
meeting and reviewing and marking up the proposal with comments and
suggested changes.
We have been parsing through the document PDF file (http://plankauai.com/wpcontent/uploads/Nov-2016-Kauai-General-Plan-Discussion-Draft-OnlineVersion.pdf)
The soul of this document is on the first page of the Introduction in bold large
colored typeface.
Growth is Happening Whether We Like It or Not
In other words "You don't have a choice about this." Bullsh*t!
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HENA worked on the Introduction and Goals section and then has concentrated
on the Hanapepe-Eleele Section of the document.
My suggestions began with.
Remove headline
“Growth is Happening Whether We Like it or Not”
Replace with
“Growth will happen to the extent the people of Kauai want it."
GOAL: A SUSTAINABLE ISLAND
Remove content
"Sustainability means growing responsibly to meet the needs of current and
future generations without depleting important resources."
Replace with
"Sustainability requires a goal of greater self reliance and self sufficiency. Training
and supporting careers working in local communities using renewable resources
and alternative energy. Providing food, services, and locally made products is a
key factor in achieving sustainability."
92

CRITICISM OF HANAPEPE-ELEELE PLAN
The General Plan proposal for each community around the island provided maps
and text explaining unique aspects of growth change in that local.

Juan Wilson
(via email)

The section on Hanpepe-Eleele spoke of the charm of Old Hanapepe Town with its
galleries, and artisan crafts as well as its historical character. It spoke little about
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Eleele and none about Hanapepe Heights. These distinct and different places that
are separated by the dramatic rift of Hanapepe River Valley running through the
center of it all. Even Hanapepe Town is split by the river into a distinct East and
West side.
With this in mind, the planners and consultants for the General Plan use a crude
set of concentric rings around Hanapepe-Eleele as areas of new development (and
this is the case with all the other community area plans in the proposal). The
differences in the use and purpose of these development rings are never fully
detailed. In a way they appear to be a gradient of lessening density around an
urban core.
Under "Permitting Actions and Code Changes the General Plan says
a.
Promote and support appropriately scaled infill development in all towns, with the
exception of areas affected by existing and future hazards.
b.
Allow for a variety of accessory dwellings such as ‘ohana units and “granny flats” within
the Neighborhood Center, Neighborhood General and Neighborhood Edge
designations.
c.
Allow additional rental units in all Residential Communities.
Image above: Page 37 from Kauai Plan Closing Workshop on Hanapepe-Eleele
showing the expansion of the Urban Neighborhood center, Neighborhood
General, Neighborhood Edge and Residential Community "doubling" in area. Note
the proposed Lina Ola project is the yellow area in the upper right down through
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the light orange down to Route 540 about 2/3 down this image. From
(http://plankauai.com/wp-content/uploads/2015_1104_HanapepeEleeleClosing1.pdf).
To get a more specific idea of what impact these areas to be developed would
have I used two current projects as metrics for determination. One project is
Eleele Iluna and the other is Lima Ola. Both are adjecent to one another and
adjacent to existing housing in Eleele.
The Eleele Iluna project for 107 single family homes is under construction. It is
being built by Habitat for Humanity as Phase Two after 18 homes were built with
sweat equity immediately next door.
The other project, Lima Ola, is for 550 mixed single and multi-family units
immediately adjacent to Eleele Iluna that would occupy most of the "Residential
Community" designation on the east of Hanapepe Valley. Shown in yellow in plan
below.
Image above: Detail of map (attached in email comment by IslandBreath.org) of
Hanapepe-Eleele area used to analyze future density and population of the region.
Note, only Neighborhood Areas outside existing populated areas of development
are labeled with acreage and used for calculation of expanded population growth .
I recreated the Proposed General Plan Use map from (http://plankauai.com/wpcontent/uploads/2015_1104_HanapepeEleeleClosing-1.pdf) and added the
existing TMKs (red lines) and building footprints (black) from the Kauai Planning
Department. I also created the building footprints and TMKs from the information
available about Eleele Iluna and Lima Ola.
With this inormation and the 2010 US Census I made a calculation. US Census
counts Hanapepe-Eleele area having 5,028 residents, an average density of 2,465
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per square mile or 3.85 per acre. The Proposed Kauai General Plan Update shows
four concentric rings of development identified
Urban Neighborhood Center, Neighborhood General, Neighborhood Edge and
Residential Community.
Implications for Hanapepe-Eleele of adopting the General Plan Update
These new neighborhood areas measure about 616 acres (or 96% of a sq mile). At
2010 census density this would translate to 2,372 new residents totaling a 7,400
head count, an increase of 47%. A difficult adjustment.
Implications for Hanapepe-Eleele of approving Lima Ola Housing Project
Lima Ola Affordable Housing is owned by the County of Kauai and planned by
the Kauai Division of Housing. Lima Ola Project Area is 75 acres with 550 units
that equal 7.33 units per acre.Kauai average is 3 people per unit or 1,650 new
residents. At that density the new General Plan residential areas would increase
Hanapepe-Eleele area population by:
7.33 units per acre x 616 acres = 4,515 units x 3 people per unit = 13,545 new
residents, or an increase of 269% people.
This would have disastrous impacts on Hanapepe-Eleele area traffic, state
education and county recreational facilities. This added population would likely
require two new elementary schools, one middle school, and one high school.
Implications for Hanapepe-Eleele of Expanded Hazard Area and Sea Rise
As the only fire station, library and community center in the Hanapepe-Eleele area
are all in lowland of Hanapepe Valley and in the the newly expanded river
flood/hurricane surge/tsunami inundation area, then Hanapepe-Eleele will likely
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also need 2 new fire stations, 2 new community centers and a relocated library at
higher ground.
Also with greatly increased population and increased isolation when hazard strikes
a 24/7 medical center with an emergency/trauma capability would be advised.
Implications for Additional Traffic Through Hanapepe-Eleele
Traffic is already a problem at rush hour between Eleele and Kalaheo. This arises
between Wahiawa Valley and the 540 Bypass to the Kauai Coffee Plantation.
Bumper to bumper is common on the Kaumualii Highway to the light in Kalaheo.
Two additional lights are planned on the highway in Eleele for the Lima Ola
project.
But even now it is becoming difficult to exit Hanapepe Town at either end of
Hanapepe Road or Kona Road at the library and fire station. Those three locations
will likely require three more stop lights in town.
It is unfortunate that the State of Hawaii is going to spend a fortune in the next
few years rebuilding the Kaumualii Highway bridge over Hanapepe River. Not only
creating horrible traffic jams through town for years, it will likely have to be
widened to four lanes when two additional lanes are required on highway across
the island before this General Plan runs its nightmarish course to suburban
oblivion.
Implications to Island of Kauai General Plan Update
Expect the population of Kauai to more than double in the next generation. Expect
traffic, crowded beaches, and a reduction int the quality of life.
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But worse is the reduction in our ability to cope with economic collapse driven by
dwindling worldwide resources and environmental damage due to global warming
and population growth.
Sustainability on Kauai, as well as the rest of planet Earth, will be dependent on
constraining growth of all kinds. Forget virtual reality, time travel, and alternate
universes. If we can't live on Earth we certainly won't live on Mars or anywhere
else. There is no option for us to survive while ruining the Earth.
Suggested Action on proposed General Plan Update
Reject the new proposed update to the Kauai General Plan. Ask our Planning
Department to go back to the drawing board for a plan to “Keep Kauai Rural”. The
current General Plan still stands until 2020. We have time to look into the likely
near future of localization and a need to be more self-reliant and resilient.”
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“Page 57 – The goals for Endangered Species needs to include the scientific
investigation of species – understanding their life histories, reproductive biology,
pollinators, predators and other threats, etc. is essential to develop strategies to
prevent them from becoming extinct. This means biologists in the field – need
support – access -- Also science itself needs support in the form of herbariums,
databases, seed banking, and seed research, propagation outplanting, etc.
Community understanding and support is needed for these efforts. (not just state
and federal) This is also a biocultural issue.
Section on State Parks is good. They do need more maintenance and amenities.
The usage by visitors should somehow support this, as they are big users. They
need to understand that this …

Margaret Clark
(via email)
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Wastewater section – good, needs to encompass more kinds of potential
contaminants, and there needs to be a way to help owners of cesspools afford to
convert to septic system – no interest loans? Subsidies?
Page 2-15 Invasive species – people don’t typically always understand HOW and
WHY invasive species are harmful. Needs to be spelled out more – grasses keep
seedlings from implanting and growing, or chock out small seedlings,\
Example—invasive insects compete with native pollinators and no more seed set,
or…. Examples… Invasive diseases and pests and agricultural crops as well as
native plants… Good section on feral carts.
Infill housing –YES!!
Park and rides not mentioned. 2.62 – economic development goals good – but
specific examples were better – needs those.”
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“Aloha Planning Dept. Staff,

Anne Watson
(via email)

Thank you for your efforts in regards to the Discussion Draft for the General Plan.
The rationale and balance you have created in the Future Land Use section of the
plan is well thought out and executed in regards to the recommendation
regarding the “Urban Center designation around Kapa’a Middle School changed to
Agriculture (site of proposed Hokua Place development)”.
As is evidenced by the eastside community’s concerns, as well as that of the
County, the additional pressures to infrastructure and transportation/traffic and
the corresponding impacts on quality of life factors, outweigh the small
proportion of so called affordable housing that would be gained by such a
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development. Additionally, and as the General Plan recognizes, the need to
preserve agricultural lands and by doing so providing greater opportunities for
income diversification rather than profit into the pockets of a developer, would
also be a benefit of maintaining this agriculture zone designation.
I fully support this recommendation from the Planning Dept.”
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“Aloha

Ben Welborn
(via email)

I am a full-time, long-term kamaaina resident of the North Shore and I wanted to
voice my opposition to the proposed expanstion of the Princeville Airport. Here
are my reasons:
1. Expansion of the Princeville Airport is not consistent with the rural character of
the North Shore desired by its residents and communities, as acknowledged in the
proposed General Plan, nor with the incremental progress of tourism in
Princeville, as envisioned in the proposed General Plan.
2. Expansion of the Princeville Airport would increase vehicle visitor miles on
Kuhio Highway and other County roadways by adding to the current inventory of
cars for rent and requiring car rental companies to shuttle cars back and forth
between airport locations in Līhu‘e and Princeville in order to meet customer
demands without maintaining an undue inventory of cars available for rent.
3. Expansion of the Princeville Airport would not decrease vehicle visitor miles on
Kuhio Highway and other County roadways. There is no evidence that visitors
arriving at the Princeville Airport would be content to vacation here without rental
cars or limit their driving while on Island to North Shore destinations.
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4. A much more effective and considerably less expensive means of decreasing
vehicle visitor miles on Kuhio Highway and other County roadways would be
expansion of Kaua‘iBus service in a manner that would provide efficient and
inexpensive transportation between the Līhu‘e Airport and North Shore hotels,
shopping centers and residential communities. Such a plan would
include developing the coordinated North Shore shuttle service recommended by
the proposed General Plan and altering existing bus routes from all parts of the
Island to include direct access to the Līhu‘e Airport. Currently North Shore
residents and visitors must take one bus to downtown Līhu‘e and then transfer to
another bus to reach the Līhu‘e Airport, which is both time-consuming and
inconvenient for travelers, especially those with luggage. Currently there is no
Kaua‘iBus connection between downtown Līhu‘e and the Līhu‘e Airport on
Saturdays and Sundays, which are frequent travel days for Island visitors.
5. There is no demonstrable demand for scheduled air service between Honolulu
International Airport and the Princeville Airport. The last scheduled air carrier to
serve the Princeville Airport ceased operations into and out of the Princeville
Airport years ago for lack of customer demand. When that scheduled air carrier
served the Princeville Airport, its fares from Honolulu to Princeville were not
competitive with the fares of other air carriers serving the Līhu‘e
Airport. Likewise, the cost of rental cars at the Princeville Airport was not
competitive with the cost of rental cars at the Līhu‘e Airport. These two facts
undermine any assumption that expanding the Princeville Airport is intended to or
would serve the needs of general public air travelers.
6. There is no demonstrable demand for expanded private or non-scheduled air
service to and from the Princeville Airport.
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7. The capital costs of expanding the Princeville Airport outweigh any incidental
benefit to the owners of private aircraft who may in the future wish to use the
Princeville Airport. These costs would be a burden to all property owners and
taxpayers on Kaua‘i.
8. The environmental costs of expanding the Princeville Airport outweigh any
incidental benefit to the owners of private aircraft who may in the future wish to
use the Princeville Airport. Environmental concerns include aircraft emissions,
which the proposed General Plan acknowledges to be an existing problem even
without expansion of the Princeville Airport, and noise pollution that would
plague residential neighborhoods near the Princeville Airport.
9. The Līhu‘e Airport is well-planned to eliminate or reduce safety risks to nearby
residential neighborhoods from aircraft accidents. Currently helicopters using the
Princeville Airport are not permitted to approach or depart from the Princeville
Airport over residential neighborhoods. However, fixed-wing aircraft approaching
or and departing from the Princeville Airport cannot do this without flying over
residential neighborhoods and without subjecting a great many homeowners and
residents to this type of safety risk and to increased aircraft emissions and noise
pollution.
Given the disproportionate capital, environmental and safety costs of expanding
the Princeville Airport, in the absence of any present compelling need to expand
the Princeville Airport and considering the availability of other and better ways of
accomplishing legitimate County objectives such as the reduction of vehicle visitor
miles on Kuhio Highway and other County roadways, the undersigned Kaua‘i
residents, property owners and taxpayers respectfully request that all references
in the proposed General Plan to the expansion of the Princeville Airport be
deleted.
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Thanks for considering my input.”
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“Dear Planning Department,

Bart Walton
(via email)

Regarding the work currently taking place on the Draft General Plan, I would like
to express my concern about congestion in the Kapaa/Wailua area. Already, the
situation is serious. On most days from 10:00 A.M. to 7:00 P.M., it takes up to 20
minutes to travel between the North end of Kapaa to the 580 intersection in
Wailua, a distance of less than 3 miles. And the lanes in the opposite direction are
equally congested.
Apparently, there are several new projects pending, which undoubtedly will make
the problem a lot worse. Namely:
1) The possible up-zoning from Agriculture to Urban of the proposed massive 800
house development, Hokua Place, behind the Kapaa Middle School. This project
will add an additional 1200 vehicles into downtown Kapaa, or onto the by pass
road.
2) I understand that three new hotels have been permitted in the Kapaa/Wailua
area. This will produce an estimated additional 1600 cars entering the highway in
the Wailua/Kapaa corridor.
3) All this is happening during a time of documented sea level rise, which will
affect the Kapaa/Wailua corridor, in ways we do not yet understand.
If there is any desire to maintain a decent quality of life on the east side of Kauai,
it is imperative that this proposed up-zoning not be allowed, and that large
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building project permits be rescinded, until adequate roads and infrastructure are
in place.
If these projects go through, the east side of Kauai will no longer be a pleasant
place to live. And, I expect tourism and the economy will be severely affected.
Thank you for your consideration.
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Bart Walton”
“Gentlemen,
After studying the new proposed update to the Kauai General Plan, I am alarmed
by the radical impacts that would result from it.
My family and my friends choose to live on Kauai because of its rural nature.
The poor decision of accepting this proposed update would start the snowball of
making Kauai into a mini-Oahu.

Jenny Ernst
(via email)

The current General Plan still stands until 2020.
We must slow down, and really consider the future of this very unique and
precious island.
The most important issues are going to be becoming more self reliant and growing
more food.
Please go back and create a plan to keep Kauai "Rural", and to support our young
people to have access to agricultural land, to learn to become self-sufficient, and
grow the produce that we all need to eat.
Our children's and grandchildren's wellbeing depend on our wisdom and foresight
in managing Kauai today.
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I urge you to reject the new proposed update, and allow such critical planning to
be done thoughtfully, and for the right reasons.”
98

“Aloha Mike:
Thank you for allowing us the opportunity to provide input in the General Plan Update. The
comments I provide is based on my own personal knowledge and reference since the
REALTORS could not formalize a statement in writing before the second deadline. The
General Plan must take everything into consideration like a Business Plan of a organization.

Karen Ono
(via email)

Based on the information I read, the General Plan provides for a pretty picturesque rural
island. It’s time to get real. Our children will never be able to live here or work here. We
all know that concept that change is inevitable but hard to accept. Another thing that we
all know is that we need the basics in order to live. Three out of the five human needs to
live are important in the planning process. They are food, water and shelter.
Sustainability – The ancient Hawaiians and other settlers lived off the land raising their own
fruit, vegetables, and live stock with access to water that is available on the island. Once
the plantations shut down, a lot of the water sources were cut off thereby making it difficult
for even the small farmers to plant crops without paying the County Government for water.
With water comes food and we have an abundance of land to be sustainable, but without
water, we will not survive.
Shelter – There needs to be a focus to bring more housing into the market. Everyone tends
to think that speculation trumps the island, this is not true. A majority of the residents on
Kauai own there homes and many of them were forced to sell when they were priced out
by taxes, loss of jobs, etc. As one of the top three needs in the human needs, housing is
one of the most important components in the General Plan, yet there seems to be a
number of projects that are being deleted. This is a plan reflective of twenty years. We
continue to see the shortage now because of the economy and infrastructure. Yet we don’t
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plan ahead. We are in a downward spiral where only the rich will be able to live here and
do as they please, because government employees will not be able to survive as well.
Residential projects should be in close proximity to schools and shopping. There needs to
be a change in the mindset of the local people having their own yard. Apartment or duplex
style homes will help accommodate the shortage of single family homes with large parcels
of land that require maintenance each week.
Infrastructure – The government should not rely on developers to build high percentage of
affordable units and all the infrastructure improvements. With added mandates comes an
additional cost which is than reflected on the purchase price.
Economy – Kauai needs economic development. The Westside definitely needs jobs and
economic stimulation. Putting a resort in the area will also eliminate a lot of cars on the
road from tourist that are on the east side of the island travelling to the west.
Thank you for listening to me babble off.”
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“Congratulations on the work done to date and your valiant efforts to incorporate
community wishes. I wish I had more time to read in more depth, but here are a few
comments.
Diane Zachary

Diane Zachary
(via email)

General Comments




Nice use of graphics and photos.
Clear organization of material.
Need a very good editor to catch multiple typos, grammar problems, inconsistent
italics in Community Voices sections, and ridiculous use of capitalization where
none is needed but, it appears, is used just for emphasis.
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Need an editor to correct Hawaiian place names – Napali and Wailua, are two
examples – and change Hawai`ian to Hawaiian.
Please add a definition of “policy”. What authority/weight does a policy have? In
the past, the Planning Director has said that policies simply provide guidance –
which seems to mean that it can be followed or not. If that is the case, that does
not give me - or probably the rest of the public - much confidence that the
policies in this new GP will actually be followed.



Specific Comments
I can’t remember where it was, but there was a photo of visitors very near the edge at
what appears to be a waterfall. Don’t use that photo!
p. vii, paragraph 3: “access to education”
Students already have access to education. The larger question is the quality of
the education.
p. viii, next to last paragraph: “independence”
I hope you mean “connectedness”.
p. 2-3, “Threats to the Watershed”
Add cesspools as a threat.
p. 2-4:
What is the Public Land Trust?
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p. 2-19, paragraph 4: “necessitates high market values”
Change to: “which adds to housing costs and leads to high market values.”
p. 2-19, paragraph 4: “houselessness”
Change to “overcoming or migitating houselessness”
p. 2-31, paragraph 4:
Change to “All TVRs should pay transient accommodation, general excise tax and
property taxes at a rate consistent with other resort uses.
I don’t understand how the second clause relates to the first clause. Need to
reword.
p. 2-35: g. at top of page:
Something is missing – what is “education" in this context?
p. 2-48:
Fix page label at bottom of page. Missing the 2p. 2-51: Partnership Needs
Add something like: Work with private sector to develop an integrated
transportation/transit system for visitors. (talk to Lee Steinmetz)
p. 2-58 & 59:
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Fix page label at bottom of page. Missing the 2-. Check to be sure this is correct on
all other pages
p. 2-58: Park Partnerships, item d.
Take out “such as agricultural parks”. That should appear under agriculture, not
parks.
p. 2-61: State Parks, paragraph 4
…”possibly through entry fees for non-resident visitors…”
p. 2-61: State Parks, Partnership Needs
1a. Add “Parks” at end of park list.
1d. Add “non-resident” visitors
p. 2-63: Collaboration & Partnerships for Growth
Add Department of Education to second sentence. “Kaua‘i Community College and
the Hawai‘i Department of Education are values partners in….”
p. 2-64: paragraph 5
Add words: “As it stands, there are over 3,000 visitor units permitted or under
some form of entitlement but not yet built.”
p. 3-3: Performance Measures, paragraph 4
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Add that the annual report on measures will be made available to the general
public.
p. 3-4: Performance Measure chart – Add or clarify measures for outcomes:
Sustainable island
Growth in income adjusted for inflation
Unique and beautiful place
# of new affordable and middle income housing units built
Increased use of water conservation measures or Reduction of water usage
Healthy and resilient people
Increased facilities for active use of parks
Equitable place with opportunity for all
# of units for built for homeless
Decreased houselessness”

100 “Kaua`i General Plan Comments (Comments are in bold)

Marion Paul
(via email)

I. Improving Education Beyond the Classroom Comment
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“There are very specific areas for improvement in order for Kaua`i schools to
better serve the community.”
This sentence would be more clear if it added some additional language. For
example: schools can better serve the community by graduating students who
are ready for life after high school and college – to become positive and
contributing members of our community.
First there is a need to reduce bullying in schools and to better prepare youth for
careers by supporting Keiki to Career Kaua`i. Secondly, families need more
affordable and assessable pre-school options.
Assessable and affordable preschool is a significant community need.
In addition, more lifelong learning and intergenerational education programs are
needed, particularly for developing stronger and more supportive parenting.
2. Partnership Needs
a) Support the Keiki to Career Kaua`i programs and activities.
This committee was dissolved, but its work was absorbed into the broader Keiki
to Career framework. We are still working on reducing bullying and better
preparing youth for careers.
Keiki to Career supports our young people, from birth to post-secondary, so that
they are ready for kindergarten, reading proficient by the end of third grade,
successful on college prep exams, graduate from high school on time and
successfully transition to college, military, trade school or career. Keiki to Career is
a network of 40 community organizations that are working together to strengthen
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families, reduce bullying in and beyond the classroom, and assist schools with
real-world relevancy, financial literacy training, entrepreneurship and career
preparation.”
101 “Dear Mr. Dahilig,
Thank you and your team for your hard work and diligence creating the General Plan
Update Discussion Draft (GPU). Everyone at the Chamber is grateful for the forethought
that went into the creation of this current draft,
and is thankful for the opportunity to provide input into the final version.
Please accept the following comments regarding the General Plan Update (GPU) on
behalf of the Kaua‘I Chamber of Commerce.

Kaua‘i Chamber of
Commerce
(via email)

1. CLARIFICATION OF PURPOSE AND SCOPE
The GPU sets out an ambitious future for Kaua‘i. The plan projects that the population of
Kaua‘i will grow by 31.2% by 2035 and goes on to delineate the changes in housing,
transportation, and other areas of the economy that will be necessary in order to meet
the needs of our growing population. However, the plan does not seem to take into
account the ability of the government or private sector to fulfill the many deliverables
outlined in the GPU. Please see the sections on housing and transportation below as
examples.
If the purpose of the plan is to state the changes that will be needed, then it is successful.
If the purpose of the plan is to paint a realistic picture of our future, then it falls short. The
Chamber of Commerce recommends that
proposals should fit within realistic budget projections and political constraints.
Admittedly, this approach means a much more limited but likely more realistic vision for
our future. That said, we must continue to
support growth on the island, in order to ensure continued economic stimulation, which
is important to job and career creation.”
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102 “2. HOUSING
In order to keep pace with population projections, the GPU estimates that approximately
9,000 new homes will need to be built by 2035. Can these be accomplished even with
massive housing increases concentrated in
areas like Lihu‘e (37%), South Kaua‘i (30%), and East Kaua‘i (17%)?
While the Chamber understands the philosophy of concentrating housing in order to
maintain our rural charm and natural beauty, these numbers represent a significant
deviation from past performance. We believe that
Kauai’s rural charm and natural beauty will still be prevalent while being able to provide a
most basic necessity. Furthermore, planners must take into account the availability of
contractors to work on these projects, the
readiness of laborers to work for these companies, and the regulatory and cost burden of
starting new housing projects on the island. Currently, many contractors are turning
down work due to a lack of capacity. This
includes shortages of laborers and shortages of skilled workers like electricians.”

103 “3. TRANSPORTATION
The traffic situation in parts of Kaua‘i is unbearable for residents and visitors alike. While
the GPU acknowledges this reality, proposing $3.1 billion in recommended road
improvements is unlikely. The County budget will only provide a tiny portion of this
amount and state funding, while uncertain, will surely not meet this ambitious
allocation. Furthermore, restricting development to resolve infrastructural deficiencies
will further exacerbate the critical housing shortage while reducing, if not eliminating
economic development opportunities for our future generations. Basing land use on a
desired population has not worked in the past. The General Plan must be the
tool to direct and accommodate growth. Alternative solutions must be devised to relieve
traffic congestion, but these measures can only provide temporary relief. In the long
term, government must develop a systematic approach to resolving the traffic and
transportation issues.”

Kaua‘i Chamber of
Commerce
(via email)

Kaua‘i Chamber of
Commerce
(via email)
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104 “4. WEST SIDE DEVELOPMENT
The GPU limits the amount of development on the west side of Kaua‘i. We understand
the benefits of limited growth strategies, such as less traffic and the maintenance of small
town charm. However, the west side is in
desperate need of economic stimulation. Rather than rezoning to limit housing projects
and resort areas, the Chamber strongly feels that zoning must ensure the potential for
economic investment in the area, without
compromising the future viability of PMRF. Furthermore, the plan should address
designations of second city concepts to create that economic diversity for outlying towns,
while perhaps alleviating some of the traffic
concerns mentioned in the Plan. While creating land uses based on walkable distance
could promote healthy lifestyles and alleviate traffic worries for some, it does not address
the commuter traffic situation.”

105 “5. DESIGNATED RESORT AREAS
Tourism is the driving force of our economy. While many residents complain about the
challenges associated with being a visitor destination, they also complain about the lack
of good paying careers. Unfortunately, a
thriving economy and robust tourist sector go hand-in-hand here. Limited Resort
Designations will have a negative impact on business that work directly with tourists,
businesses that support those businesses, and
other businesses unrelated to tourism all together. It appears the GPU has taken into
account the resident perspective that shuns increased tourism, but does not take into
account the more important perspective that residents want good paying jobs.”

106 “6. AGRICULTURE
The GPU notes that survey respondents have submitted requests to stop or limit the
growing of GMOs and testing of pesticides on ag land. The GPU should not limit the type
of agriculture done on ag lands and no
company on Kaua‘i participates in the testing of non EPA approved pesticides. Thank you
again for your work on the GPU. If you have any questions regarding the Chamber’s
submission,

Kaua‘i Chamber of
Commerce
(via email)

Kaua‘i Chamber of
Commerce
(via email)

Kaua‘i Chamber of
Commerce
(via email)
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please contact me at 245-7363 or by email at mark@kauaichamber.org.”

107 “Ladies and Gentlemen:
The undersigned full-time residents of Kaua‘i and owners of residential real property in
Anini Vista Estates declare our opposition for the following reasons to any language in the
proposed County Master Plan that would contemplate expansion of the Princeville
Airport:

Loring E. Harkness
(via email)

1. Expansion of the Princeville Airport is not consistent with the rural character of the
North Shore desired by its residents and communities, as acknowledged in the proposed
County Master Plan, nor with the incremental progress of tourism in Princeville, as
envisioned in the proposed County Master Plan.
2. Expansion of the Princeville Airport would not decrease vehicle visitor miles on Kuhio
Highway and other County roadways. There is no evidence that visitors arriving at the
Princeville Airport would be content to vacation on the North Shore without rental cars or
to limit their driving while on Island to North Shore destinations. In fact, all indications
are to the contrary.
3. Expansion of the Princeville Airport would increase vehicle visitor miles on Kuhio
Highway and other County roadways by adding to the current inventory of cars for rent
and requiring car rental companies to shuttle cars back and forth between airport
locations in Līhu‘e and Princeville in order to meet customer needs without having to
maintain excessive inventories of cars available for rent.
4. A much more effective and considerably less expensive means of decreasing vehicle
visitor miles on Kuhio Highway and other County roadways would be to expand Kaua‘iBus
service in a manner that would provide efficient and inexpensive surface transportation
between the Līhu‘e Airport and North Shore hotels, shopping centers and residential
communities. Such a plan would include developing the coordinated North Shore shuttle
service recommended by the proposed County Master Plan and altering existing bus
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routes from all parts of the Island to include direct access to the Līhu‘e Airport. Currently
North Shore residents and visitors must take one bus to downtown Līhu‘e and then
transfer to another bus to reach the Līhu‘e Airport. This is not only time-consuming but
also inconvenient for travelers, especially those with luggage. Currently there is no
Kaua‘iBus connection between downtown Līhu‘e and the Līhu‘e Airport on Saturdays and
Sundays, which are frequent travel days for Island visitors.
5. There is no demonstrable demand for scheduled air service between Honolulu
International Airport and the Princeville Airport. The last scheduled air carrier to serve
the Princeville Airport ceased operations into and out of Princeville many years ago for
lack of customer demand. When that scheduled air carrier served the Princeville Airport,
its fares from Honolulu to Princeville were not competitive with the fares of other air
carriers serving the Līhu‘e Airport. Likewise, during that period the cost of rental cars at
the Princeville Airport was not competitive with the cost of rental cars at the Līhu‘e
Airport. These facts undermine any assumption that expanding the Princeville Airport is
intended to or would serve the needs of general public air travelers.
6. There is no demonstrable demand for expanded private or non-scheduled air service
to and from the Princeville Airport.
7. The capital costs of expanding the Princeville Airport outweigh any incidental benefit
to the owners of private aircraft who may in the future wish to use the Princeville Airport.
It would be unfair to burden all property owners and taxpayers on Kaua’i with the capital
costs of expanding, and the resulting increased costs of maintaining, the Princeville
Airport.
8. The environmental costs of expanding the Princeville Airport outweigh any incidental
benefit to the owners of private aircraft who may in the future wish to use the Princeville
Airport. Environmental concerns include aircraft emissions, which the proposed County
Master Plan acknowledges to be an existing problem even without expansion of the
Princeville Airport, and noise pollution that would plague residential neighborhoods near
the Princeville Airport.
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9. The Līhu‘e Airport is well-planned to eliminate or reduce safety risks to nearby
residential neighborhoods from aircraft accidents. Currently helicopters using the
Princeville Airport are not permitted to approach or depart from the Princeville Airport
over residential neighborhoods. However, fixed-wing aircraft approaching or and
departing from the Princeville Airport cannot do so without flying over residential
neighborhoods and without subjecting homeowners and residents to this type of safety
risk and also to increased aircraft emissions and noise pollution.
Given the disproportionate capital, environmental and safety costs of expanding the
Princeville Airport, in the absence of any present compelling need and with the
availability of other and better ways of accomplishing legitimate County objectives such
as the reduction of vehicle visitor miles on Kuhio Highway and other County roadways,
the undersigned full-time Kaua‘i residents, property owners, taxpayers and voters
respectfully request that all references in the proposed County Master Plan to the
expansion of the Princeville Airport be deleted.
The undersigned are authorized to state that the following residents of Kaua‘i and owners
of residential real property in or around Anini Vista Estates (whose names are also shown
above as receiving courtesy copies of this message) join us in submitting these comments
just as if such comments had been sent from their own email accounts:
James R. Berg
Patricia J. Berg
Peter Dartley
Mark P. Peterson
Jane Peterson
Steve Kuljis
Eileen Kuljis
Chris Cummings
Katherine Thomas-Cummings
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Aloha”

108 “I am writing on behalf of the Board of Directors of Malama Maha`ulepu. We
Suzanne Kashiwaeda
appreciate the efforts and opportunities to be involved in the process of updating (via email)
the General Plan and acknowledge the incredible amount of research and time to
develop this current draft. While we agree with the general vision and goals, it
appears that it lacks the ‘teeth’ to preserve what makes Kauai unique and
I am speaking specifically on the issue of preserving Maha`ulepu. In your
introduction, you voice the continuing frustration of the people of Kauai over the
last General Plan and the failure to implement and provide clear direction for
action. The frustration continues with this draft especially when it comes to
Maha`ulepu. The 2000 General Plan called for a “collaborative planning effort with
options including some development in exchange for a park and/or preservation
areas; or purchase of the land for a State park.” The County Council and the State
House and Senate passed resolutions calling for “collaborative efforts to explore
options for preservation.” In this General Plan draft, preservation of Maha`ulepu
is not even mentioned as a goal although at every South Kauai Community
meeting, Maha`ulepu was repeatedly identified as a precious recreational
resource especially in its natural state. In 2006, the National Park Service
conducted a Reconnaissance Survey at the request of Senator Daniel K. Inouye.
While considered preliminary, it deemed Maha`ulepu nationally significant and
suitable for protection because of its natural and cultural resources (National Park
Service, US Dpt of the Interior, February 2008).
To move preservation from talk to reality, Malama Maha`ulepu is asking for the
following changes to the General Plan Draft:
1) Put the ahupuaʻa of Māhā’ulepū on the Heritage Resource Map which
“depicts “natural, cultural and scenic resources that are intended to be
conserved. ” (Section 5-9, p. 245)
2) In the Action section on Heritage Resources, state
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• Prioritize preservation of Māhā’ulepū as preserve where hiking,
subsistence fishing, gathering, water sports continue with protection and
restoration of native Hawaiian archeology (including Waiopili Heiau),
native plants and animals.
• In 2017, commence a facilitated multi-party exploration of how
Māhā’ulepū could be permanently preserved through development right
exchanges, sound shared management and other options.
It is time to resume what was proposed in the 2000 General Plan and what is even
more relevant today.”

109 “Aloha,
Please accept the following commentary on the draft general plan. I support that
draft plan’s four over-arching goals 1) Becoming a sustainable island; 2)
Maintaining Kaua‘i’s uniqueness and beauty; 3) Transforming into a community
with healthy and resilient people; and 4) Creating equity and opportunity for all.

Steve Taylor
(via email)

And, I support the more specific actions to...
A. Mitigate and adapt to climate change by moving toward energy sustainability
and encouraging infrastructure and transportation development away from
coasts; discourage it at the coasts.
B. Ameliorate traffic and housing problems and enhance livability by continuing
with complete streets and complete neighborhoods policies and designating Lihue
for higher density diversified development.
C. Diversify our economy
D. Boost agricultural production
E. Expand, maintain, and preserve shared spaces
Mahalo,
Steve Taylor”
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110 “Aloha to Kauai Planning Department:
Wayne H. Souza
Attached below are my comments in a .docx file. These comments focus on the
Nov. 2016 draft General Plan, Chapter 2.0, VII. Heritage Resources sector. I
believe that a new subsection on Biological Resources needs to be included in the
Heritage Resources sector. Unfortunately, due to time constraints associated with
the short review period, I was not able to provide the required details. However,
the relevant discussions and recommendations for "Marine Life" and "Rare and
Endangered Species" from the Watershed sector should be moved over to the
Heritage Resources sector.
Additions are in BOLD RED; deletions are in STRIKEOUT BOLD RED.
Should you have any questions, please email me….
Comments/ Text Revisions:
VII. HERITAGE RESOURCES
Natural and historic landmarks gives a place its unique character. They are
fundamental to our sense of place, and our community’s cultural identity.
Heritage resources symbolize our diversity, strengthen our shared values, and
help perpetuate strong aloha spirit that unites the Island. They are also a constant
visual reminder of the reverence and respect that Kaua‘i’s residents have for the
legacy of their ancestors.
Kaua'i is a community that honors its Native Hawaiian heritage, values historic
places, and is shaped by its diverse languages and cultural traditions. These
heritage resources help cement our attachments to Kaua’i and our sense of
belonging to the community over generations. We do not live in a time detached
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from earlier eras; we are part of an ongoing multi-generational community with
responsibilities to both prior and future generations. Many individuals and
organizations help care for historic and cultural resources, often on a volunteer
basis. These efforts honor and preserve the past, and ensure that future
generations can learn from this history.
Planning is by nature forward-thinking, but it needs to be rooted in the past. This
General Plan Update will guide the next 20 years of Kaua’I’s development, but
that guidance needs to stem from an understanding and appreciation of how our
island has developed, and how historic features have shaped our lives. A
significant part of Kaua’i’s future depends upon protecting and preserving its past.
Kaua’i’s heritage resources are not under any imminent threat, but do require
more consistent and comprehensive attention to ensure their long-term survival.
In addition, we should consider new and innovative ways to
protect some of our historic resources, while honoring and preserving their
character and using them in ways consistent with their original purpose. Also, we
should try to identify additional heritage resources worthy of protection and
preservation. Kaua‘i’s heritage resources are not static. History is constantly
evolving as new insights, discoveries, and meanings emerge over time.
The actions in this sector address historic buildings, and structures, and places;
cultural sites and resources,; and landmarks and scenic other visual resources,
and biological resources. While these three four categories have certain distinct
characteristics and management approaches, they should be viewed as a whole in
terms of how they shape our understanding and appreciation for Kaua’i. There are
also some General Planning approaches that can be used for all three. Heritage
Resource Maps that show the locations of these resources on the island are
included at the end of this section and in Chapter 5.
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Using Existing County Authority to Protect Heritage Resources
The Comprehensive Zoning Ordinance, Building Code, and other existing County
planning and administrative mechanisms can be used in various ways to help
preserve and protect heritage resources. There are opportunities to revise existing
policies, procedures, and rules to accomplish this goal.
Financing Heritage Resource Protection and Preservation
Property Tax Assessments and the Open Space Fund are existing County
mechanisms that could be used in different ways to help finance heritage
resource protection. Other possibilities include establishing
new low-interest revolving loan programs.
Strengthening Community Roles in Heritage Resource Preservation
Community-based efforts and organizations play significant roles in heritage
resource protection and preservation. More attention should be given to heritage
resources in community planning processes, and non-profit groups should be
encouraged and enabled to do more to identify, protect, and preserve them.
Community involvement is a cornerstone to effective and durable protection of
heritage resources.

A. Historic Buildings, and Structures, and Places
Historic buildings and structures are critical to preserving Kaua‘i’s unique history,
town centers, and sense of place. It is our kuleana to ensure that each
community’s treasured structures are preserved and celebrated.
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Kaua‘i has approximately 60 buildings and complexes listed on the National
Register of Historic Places and/or the Hawai‘I Register of Historic Places. These
designations require reviews prior to demolition or inappropriate renovation, and
make them eligible for financial assistance such as grants, tax incentives, or other
forms. The area encompassing the Wailuā ahupua’a and portions of southern
Olohena and Hanamā’ulu ahupua’a were identified as eligible to be listed as
Historic Districts through the National Registry of Historic Places. Continued
research and inquiry is needed to establish if other historic assets
might merit similar designations. Efforts to preserve Kaua‘i’s historic buildings and
structures depends a great deal on the work of Kaua‘i’s Historic Preservation
Review Commission, established in 1986. Their work helped Kaua‘i become a
Certified Local Government in 2014 under the National Historic Preservation
Act (1966). This enables Kaua‘i to set standards for historic preservation and helps
the County increase their eligibility for Federal funding for historic properties.
Kauai also has places important in its history. Two such places, located in the
Hanapepe-Eleele area, are Ai Puaa and the 1924 Filipino Strike site.
Revising Building and Zoning Codes to Support Preservation
The County can help to preserve historic buildings, and structures, and places
through land use and building regulations, as well as partnerships and targeted
financial assistance. Compliance with modern building and zoning codes is often a
challenge when renovating historic properties. Sensible alternatives to strict
code and permit requirements can make the difference between leaving an
historic property to further deteriorate, be demolished, or allowing it to be
restored and thrive with a new purpose.
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1. PERMITTING ACTIONS AND CODE CHANGES
a. Amend the Comprehensive Zoning Ordinance (CZO) to broaden the

type of uses that may be allowed in an historic structure or in a historic
place.
b. Support renovation of historic structures through building code
c. Provide a real property tax exemption for historic properties, including
commercial properties.

2. PLANS AND STUDIES
a. Ensure the inventory of historic resources is accurate and current.
b. Update the 1990 County of KauaʻI Historic Resources Inventory and Management
Plan.
c. Explore the utilization of the Open Space Fund to be used for historic

preservation purposes.
3. PARTNERSHIP NEEDS
a. Preserve important historic buildings, and structures, and places that illuminate
Kaua‘i’s history.
b. Use existing regulations, programs, and authorities to help preserve

historic buildings, structures, and places.
c. Establish a low-interest revolving
properties.

loan fund for rehabilitation of historic
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4. PROJECTS
a. Maintain the character of historic structures and bridges.

B. Cultural Sites and Resources
A.

Archaeological resources help current and future generations to discover, honor,
respect, and appreciate the ancestral societies who lived upon the same land.
They provide vital insight to how our ancestors organized their settlements and
activities and used natural resources to sustain their lives. This wisdom is often
carried forward and incorporated into modern ways of life, particularly in our
management and use of natural resources.
Stewardship of Cultural Sites
Kaua‘i has thirty archaeological sites listed on the National Register of Historic
Places and/or the Hawai‘I Register of Historic Places. These include the Haina
Archaeological Complex, Heiau in Kihe, Kukui, and Wailuā, and the Wahiawa
Petroglyphs. Native Hawaiian burial sites have been discovered in different
locations, and more are likely unknown at this time. Kahua O Kāneiolouma, a
cultural site in Po’ipū containing the remnants of an ancient Hawaiian village from
the 1400’s, serves as a model for archaeological resource protection. The 13-acre
complex is under County jurisdiction but managed by locally-based organization
Hui Mālama O Kāneiolouma, through a formal Stewardship Agreement. This group
plays the lead role in the preservation, protection, and enhancement of the
complex and its future use as an educational center.
Much of Kaua‘i has not been surveyed for archaeological resources. Discoveries
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are generally triggered by development activities. Requirements and standards for
conducting archaeological site surveys are administered by the State’s Historic
Preservation Division, a branch of the State Department of Land and
Natural Resources (DLNR). Absent other purposes for conducting archaeological
surveys, most future discoveries will likely depend on the amount and locations of
proposed new development.
Honoring Traditional Cultural Places and Practices
Native Hawaiian traditional cultural places and practices are the foundation of
Kaua‘i’s cultural identity. Over recent decades renewed interest in Hawaiian
values and cultures has manifested itself in language, place names, art, fashion,
music and dance, food, sports and recreation, and other aspects of daily life on
Kaua‘i. There is a strong and growing commitment to deepening awareness and
knowledge of Native Hawaiian culture and tradition, and perpetuating its imprint
upon how Kaua‘i residents live, work, and shape their future existence on the
island. The preservation, protection, and enhancement of traditional cultural
places and practices enables this commitment to be realized.
Kaua‘i residents also celebrate and honor other cultural places and practices
associated with their history. Kaua‘i’s plantation era history is recognized through
events such as the Kōloa Plantation Days Celebration. The General Plan Policies
uphold the County’s commitment to honor Native Hawaiian rights.
1. PERMITTING ACTIONS AND CODE CHANGES
a. Preserve, stabilize, and/or and restore important archaeological and cultural
sites, and maintain customary access to these sites.
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b. Create natural, landscaped buffers between archaeological sites and adjacent
uses.
c. In the case of development where known burials exist, ensure Kaua'i Island Burial
Council recommendations are adhered to.
2. PLANS AND STUDIES
a. Acknowledge the importance of archaeological sites and wahi pana during the
Community Planning Process.
3. PARTNERSHIP NEEDS
a. Work with State Historic Preservation Division to educate landowners about the
historic preservation review process.
b. Promote County and community partnerships to preserve and raise awareness
about traditional cultural places.

C. Landmarks and Scenic Other Distinctive Visual Resources

Visual resources of high quality or distinctiveness define Kauai’s sense of place
for residents and visitors alike. These resources include landscapes like the Na
Pali Coast, geologic and physiographic features like the Koloa cones and craters,
water bodies like Wailua Falls, ecological resources such as reef fishes and corals
as well as the summer flowering of wiliwili groves, cultural and historical places
such as the Hanalei taro loi and Hanapepe Town center, architectural and
landscaped areas such as Hanapepe Soto Zen Temple and the Tree Tunnel, open
space such as the expansive coffee fields that separate Hanapepe-Eleele from
Kalaheo and the small ag field across the highway from Kukui Grove Shopping
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Center that provides relief from the urban scene, and vantage points such as the
high bluffs at Mahaulepu that provides views of migratory humpback whales.
These distinctive visual resources can be large scale to diminutive, stationary to
flowing, permanent to seasonal and even ephemeral, highly visible to cryptic,
and natural to man-made. Preserving views of scenic landscapes and distinctive
visual resources itself is vital to sustaining Kauai’s uniqueness and identity.
Some of these visual resources are of such stature that they are considered
landmarks. Waimea Canyon and Hanalei Bay are two such landmarks.
Certain views and landmarks define Kaua‘i’s sense of place for residents and
visitors alike. The majestic peaks of Wai’ale’ale and Kawaikini, the dramatic
ruggedness of Waimea Canyon, and the lushness of the Alaka’i Swamp are
examples of land formations that are inspiring and uplifting to experience.
Preserving views of scenic landscapes is vital to sustaining Kaua‘i’s uniqueness
and identity.
Other less known landmarks are no less important to defining our sense of place,
particularly for the communities near them. For example, Crater Hill is an
important coastal landform near Kīlauea Town; the Hanalei River ridge defines
the scenic views of Hanalei from the area’s beaches, parks, water, and pier;
while Hā’upu Ridge frames the Līhu‘e District and divides it from the South Kaua‘i
District. Landforms such as Kālepa Ridge and Kilohana Crater have similar framing
qualities and help define and characterize nearby communities as distinct
settlement areas.
Community-Based Efforts Strengthen Awareness and Preservation
Many landmarks are prominent in Native Hawaiian history and olelo, and
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awareness of them is fundamental to understanding and appreciating Kaua‘i. One
way of raising awareness is the Kaua‘i Nui Kuapapa program, a joint effort
between County government and community leaders to inform residents and
visitors about the genealogy of Kaua‘i. The project uses a combination of physical
signage and online information to convey the history and unique features of
Kaua‘i’s five major districts or moku, and the estimated fifty-four traditional
ahupua‘a within them that define the Native Hawaiian land management units
that run from the mountains to the sea. The ability for people to better know
about the historical significance of individual areas on Kaua‘i helps instill a sense
of pride and curiosity about Native Hawaiian culture within specific place-based
contexts.
Preserving Kaua’i’s Traditional Identity
Preserving views and distinctive visual resources does not simply entail
preventing them from being totally obscured, but also means not disrupting their
integrity and ‘intactness’ with structures or other features that detract from their
beauty and continuity. Preservation of landmarks and other visual scenic
resources is perhaps the most important aspect of maintaining the historic
essence of Kaua‘i over time, regardless of population growth, development, and
other changes that will occur.
The County’s ability to preserve landmarks and other visual scenic resources
depends primarily on its zoning policies and abilities to acquire land for
conservation. Since public funds to acquire land are limited, future preservation of
landmarks and scenic resources must rely first and foremost on zoning and
permitting
regulations.
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1. PERMITTING ACTIONS AND CODE CHANGES
a. Prepare amendments to the CZO, Special Management Area Rules,

and the Subdivision Ordinance to provide specific criteria and guidelines
for evaluating and protecting scenic views and landmarks in the siting of
new development.
b. Consider Use regulatory tools such as zoning overlays or corridors to

preserve views from roads or public places to the ocean, from public
places and the ocean to important landmarks, and from the
mauka to makai.
c. Use regulatory tools to protect distinctive visual resources.

2. PLANS AND STUDIES
a. Identify key landmarks and other distinctive visual scenic resources through
community plans. See Figure 5-8, Island Heritage Resource Map.
b. Prepare and regularly update a County of Kauai visual resources inventory with
management options through a technical working group, including
knowledgeable individuals, NGOs, and government workers.

3. PARTNERSHIP NEEDS
a. Support the Hawai'i Scenic Byway Program.
b. Support the County of Kaua‘i Public Access, Open Space and Natural Resources
Preservation Fund Commission in identifying and acquiring priority open space
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areas.
4. PROJECTS
a. Support Kaua‘i Nui Kuapapa and other efforts to spread awareness of

Kaua'i's original place names.
b. Support implementation of the corridor management plan for the Holo Holo
Kōloa Scenic Byway.

D. Biological Resources

Native Plant Communities
Stream Life
Marine Life
Rare and Endangered Species”
111 “Re: Limu Coalition Comments on Draft General Plan
The Board of Directors of the Limu Coalition submits the following comments and
general concerns
 Reduce the visitor count into Hanalei, Wainiha and Hā`ena
 No increase in infrastructure in Hanalei
 Mandatory shuttle beyond Hanalei Bridge for visitors
 No expansion of Princeville airport
 Protect the Hanalei Bay view plane, to and from
 Restore transient uses to residential due to the hazards and lack of safety
in Hanalei, Wainiha and Hā`ena.

Bleau Blair – Limu
Coalition
(via email)
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1. The Visitor Count
It is imperative to reduce the daily visitor count into Hanalei Valley extending
to the rural and residential areas of Wainiha and Hā`ena. Our cultural and
natural resources must be protected and insured for future generations. The
general plan should reflect preservation of these areas. In order to maintain
the unique character and rural quality of life and experience, we do not
support any increase in infrastructure, tourism or commercial uses of any kind
in Hanalei, Wainiha, or Hā`ena.
2. Transportation into Hanalei and northbound from Princeville
It is our recommendation that a mandatory shuttle for visitor uses be
instituted to access pass the Hanalei bridge in order to decrease the traffic
congestion and address safety and hazard issues in the Tsunami Zone
(Hanalei, Wainiha & Hā`ena) due to evacuation needs when hazards arise.
3. Expansion of Princeville Airport
We do not support expansion of the Princeville airport. Our community
cannot sustain the influx of any further cars or people on the road from
Princeville down to Hā`ena. It is recommended it be designated as a possible
shuttle hub for the North Shore.
4. View- planes of Hanalei Bay
We feel it is imperative for the general plan to include protection of the view
planes of Hanalei Bay, both mauka to makai, and makai to mauka.
5. The Hanalei to Hā`ena area has the most non-conforming transient uses on
the island. The General Plan should include recommendations to reduce the
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resort uses in Hanalei, Wainiha and Hā`ena as they are in conflict with the
North Shore Development Plan.
Mahalo,
Beau Blair on behalf of the Limu Coalition”
112 TO THE GENERAL PLAN UPDATE COMMITTEE – 12/16/’16

A 75 YEAR STRATEGY (AT THE VERY LEAST) TO PROVIDE TRULY AFFORDABLE
HOUSING

Taylor Reid and Jim
Edmonds
(via email)

A Group of Concerned Citizens composed and/or supported this, including: Taylor Kaluahine Reid,
Harvest & Jim Edmonds of Emerald Isle Properties, Leilani Spencer, Kaui Lucas, Gary Pacheco, Dan Fregeau
and Mike Shapouri, Founders, Kauai Eco Design LLC, Steve Hunt (Kilauea), Bomar and Billie Edmonds, Lars
Krückeberg, Principal of Graft Architecture, Iao Edmonds, Kilauea paint & Feed, Buck Bucholz, Katherine
Todd, SecurityNational Mortgage

THERE IS CURRENTLY NO AFFORDABLE HOUSING AVAILABLE ON KAUA’I
PLEASE Contact us with questions, suggestions, etc. Taylor Kaluahine Reid (808) 634-7250, Taylor@PropertiesKauai.com
or
Jim Edmonds, (808) 443-8868, Jim@PropertiesKauai.com

Strategy 1:
NEEDED NOW: AT LEAST ONE “NEW, LARGE COMMUNITY” (Preferably Two)
AND/OR MULTIPLE “SMALL COMMUNITIES”
~ COMMUNITIES – a majority of very aesthetic TINY HOMES & MICRO APARTMENTS.
- All homes MODULAR to save time & money, with flexible floor plans & small yards.
- Various models of homes, all designed with aesthetic “Plantation” theme.
- Common parks, gardens and agriculture.
- Native and edible landscaping, planned for privacy.
- Planned using state-of-the-art sensitivity to the Environment and energy efficiency
- Parking in large lots with paved walkways to all homes or apartments – HUGE
savings
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in roads – elderly or physically challenged would be closer to parking – with common
car washing area and garages and storage for each tenant or owner in the parking
area.
- Shared bicycles, adult tricycles & scooters (some electric). Ride-sharing & selfdriving cars
should replace most cars within a decade. Perhaps charge more for purchase or
rental if people have cars ?
- At least one large, common structure for recreation, meetings, functions,
community
gatherings and emergency shelter, etc.
- All infrastructure, planning, permitting, materials and buildings would be modular, prepermitted & pre-designed to insure maximum efficiency, construction & maintenance – at
minimum cost.
Research has proven – and our hearts tell us that it’s true – that human beings are
generally happier and fare better when living in well-designed, comforting
communities – as we have throughout history, until recently. Successful “Tiny-home
communities” are being built all over America and the world. Our populations are
swiftly moving to urban and suburban areas. With careful planning for aesthetics
(Hawaiian plantation community designs, twin-pitched roofs, etc.), landscaping,
privacy, convenience and shared areas, a community can become more comfortable
and reassuring with age.
~ SITES – chosen with an eye to the Island’s future, carefully planned, multi-phased
development, over decades. Huge economies of scale are obtained by long term
planning.
- Must be very near existing infrastructure, schools, shopping & services OR
- Mixed Use and Preferably self-sustainable – For example: easy-to-use walking and
bicycle
paths with shared-use (electric) bicycles to access the close by shopping and
services, solar
power & hot water, state-of-the-art waste handling, recycling and water catchment.
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This is often
described as “No pipes in and no pipes out”.
- Carefully planned, easy flow of traffic (using roundabouts) near and around them –
in both directions.
~ ONLY LOCAL PEOPLE can buy or rent (with minimum length of residency and eligibility
guidelines) and those who were born and/or raised here and who want to return.
- Buyers must meet affordable housing income qualifications.
- Ownership or leases – There are many options: Long-Term Leases; Limited entity
cooperatives;
Rent w/ Purchase Option; Limited Partnerships, Co-Tenancies, CPR’s and others.
~ Profit must be taken out of the equation or capped at a reasonable rate.
Developers, Architects, Builders (all trades), Lenders, Realtors and BUYERS could be
guaranteed
a limited, but reasonable profit.
~ NO “Affordable property” must ever become an “Investment Machine” in the future.
Strategy 2:
The Vision above is a very long-term concept and will require the political will to help us
avoid some of our future problems, requiring some adjustments to various County
regulations.
Helpful Suggestions:
~ TO AID HOUSELESS AND STRUGGLING PEOPLE NOW:
~ Implement a Rent Control option ASAP (e.g. Proposition 13 in CA).
~ Fine or increase taxes on landlords of homes or apartments left empty for more
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than 2 months (?) and landlords who disallow HUD and contribute those funds to the
Affordable Housing Fund.
~ Implement a “Tiered” Property Tax for non-residents – proportional to sales price
– and contribute a portion to the Affordable Housing fund.
~ HUD voucher payments must be immediately corrected to address the actual cost of
rentals on the Island.
~ LONGER TERM SOLUTIONS:
~ Expedite the building plan review process by developing a catalog of pre-approved
plans.
~ Immediately facilitate the permitting of Tiny Homes and Micro-apartments – all
modular and/or pre-fabricated – on existing and/or future lots.
~ Immediately establish a “Redevelopment Entity/Agency” to facilitate the ability of
owners of long-term, empty commercial buildings to convert them to temporary or
long-term residential occupancy – like the very successful Senior Housing created in the
Lihue Theater, established in 1997 by the Weinberg Trust. County could consider having
the Housing Department actually convert one or more of the huge properties that are
sitting empty. The owners would be happy – if it were done with sensitivity to their, and
the public’s, needs. There might be no less expensive or immediate way to deal with
ominous homelessness.
The strategies above offer practical, URGENT, SHORT and LONG-TERM SOLUTIONS –
compiled by a group of very concerned citizens – to help address the absolute lack of
housing – let alone affordable housing – available for our local population. We are not
attached to any of the words or ideas herein and look forward to your suggestions.
We know that Members of the General Plan Update committee are very familiar with
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the urgency of our lack of affordable housing. If you would like to know more about
why our work and research have lead us to consider this issue to be so urgent – and how
we would propose to do something about it, please read on . . .
The phenomenal allure of this special little Island – its increasing exposure and
desirability to the world – and the pressures of “Gentrification” and “Resort-ification” –
have all contributed to a dreadful impact on the TINY Kauai housing market. The
geography of the island, its isolation and other factors severely limit the number and pay
of jobs available and so the “Cost of living” is exceedingly expensive . . . particularly
housing and building – because of the high cost of land, infrastructure, materials,
shipping, planning, permitting, building, labor, etc.
So IT IS NEARLY IMPOSSIBLE for our local people to find a home or even a small space to
RENT – much less BUY ! We must do something now. WE MUST THINK OUTSIDE OF THE
BOX !
According to the 2014 Affordable Rental Housing Study Update, 2,987 more dwelling
units will be needed on Kauai by 2020 to meet future housing need. 185 (relatively
“Affordable”) units have been built between 2010-2013. These efforts leave more than
2,800 more units still needed ! That projects out to something like 70,000 NEW UNITS –
in 75 years – unless we figure out a way to slow down all the people who want to move
here – including the many who grew up here, live away, and can’t afford to come home !
And – IF ALL of the working people are pushed off the Island – then what happens ? Who
exactly will fill the jobs they would vacate ? There are help wanted signs on most
segments of the ever-growing tourist industry . . . and there is an extreme shortage of
teachers ! Why ? Because the pay is so low and they can live more affordably
elsewhere. On our little Kaua’i, many small homes have up to 3 generations living in
them.
Hawai’i has the worst homeless crisis in the U.S. Communities around the world are
desperately looking for cheap solutions. They’re experimenting with developing
containers, garages or any “Dry space” they can get their hands on – to house people
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who have no choice but to live in the streets – some of whom even have jobs.
The Kaua’i County Housing Department is working hard in an effort to solve this slowmoving tragedy. Because of slow planning, unwieldy permitting, tough, limited funding
and the time and expense of building out our current concepts of “Affordable Housing”
their production is limited to an average of less than 50 “Affordable” homes per year –
with a projected need of over 700 per year ! YIKES !
And the future looks the same ! In the new Ho’oluana Hanamaulu), 1n 2018 – for you a
special deal !
“AFFORDABLE HOMES” STARTING IN THE HIGH $400,000’s !
AFFORDABLE ? FOR WHOM ? SURELY YOU JEST ? !  But nobody’s laughing !
To do anything other than begin to plan for a future that is at least 75 years out would
be a huge mistake. It is estimated that – with the suggestions above, we should be able
to bring “Affordable housing” into a range that is actually affordable again – and keep it
that way.
Did you know that only about 7% of the land on this Island is zoned for development ?
Almost all other lands are State, Federal or County – and mostly zoned Conservation.
That is a blessing. But that also insures that we all get crowded into one, extraordinarily
beautiful strip of land, along one of the most attractive coasts on the planet . . . which
gives everything an extremely elevated sense of value.
We need to try to change the affordable housing conversation completely. We’ve pasted
some preliminary research on tiny housing communities and current modular building options
below.
After we present this to the General Plan Update committee – we will begin to methodically
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approach our uber-wealthy “Neighbors”, non-profits, corporations, and governments –
some of whom are in a position to provide the land, the support or potentially be the
developers of such a major vision for the future of Kaua’i. Please help with that if you
have ideas or contacts.
We know that many people who are involved in the planning and development of the
Island – and/or who profit from it – will immediately say: Oh, that’s not possible ! To
that we say: To provide for a reasonable, affordable and comfortable future for Kaua’i’s
children . . . and our childrens’ children, we must now attempt to do the impossible.
Most of the things worth doing in the world had been declared impossible before they
were done.”

113 “Aloha Marie,
Thought you/your transit planner might find the following article from Metro Express
interesting.

Gary Duerst
(via email)

By the way, I had to go to the West Side on Thursday. I left Anahola shortly after 9:00
AM, passed thru Bypass Road/Highway gore point about 15 minutes later, and then on
thru Lihue to Kamukani. The whole trip took just under 1 hour. NO TRAFFIC
SLOWDOWNS OBSERVED IN EITHER DIRECTION! Of course, the cones were in place to
make 2 lanes headed towards Lihue from the Bypass Road.
On my return trip, with stops in many locations in Lihue, I again encountered NO TRAFFIC
SLOWDOWNS UNTIL I HIT THE BYPASS ROAD ABOUT 4:15 PM. While the North bound
traffic could be comfortably handled by one lane, we had 2. The south bound traffic was
backed up for several blocks both on the Bypass Road and the Highway back towards
Kapaa.
WHY AREN'T THE CONES LEFT IN PLACE AT LEAST TO THE BRIDGE UNTIL 4:30/5:00
PM????
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MELE KALIMAKA!

114

Gary Duerst”
“Revisions Needed: Definitions of general planning terms should also be provided
Rationale: Need precise idefinitions on "development", "growth", and "agriculture" and
other terms.”

Jean Souza –
Hanapēpē –‘Ele‘ele
Association
(via email)

115 “Text: The Vision for Kaua‘i sets the course for Kaua‘i over the next twenty years. The

Jean Souza –
2035 Vision presented below is a series of statements organized by four over-arching
Hanapēpē –‘Ele‘ele
goals: 1) Becoming a sustainable island; 2) Maintaining Kaua‘i’s uniqueness and beauty; 3) Association
Transforming into a community with healthy and resilient people; and 4) Creating equity
(via email)
and opportunity for all.

Revisions Needed: The Vision for Kaua‘i sets the course for Kaua‘i over the next twenty
years. The 2035 Vision presented below is a series of statements organized by four overarching goals: 1) Becoming a sustainable island; 2) Maintaining Kaua‘i’s DISTINCTIVENESS
and beauty; 3) Transforming into a community with healthy and resilient people; and 4)
Creating equity and opportunity for all.
Rationale: "Unique" is not the most appropriate word since Kauai is not unique.
However, there are some aspects of Kauai's character that make the island "distinctive".
Maintaining those characteristics should be a goal.”

116 “Text: Growing responsibly to meet the needs of current and future gnerations without
depleting resources.
Needed Revisions: SUSTAINABILITY REQUIRES A GOAL OF GREATER SELF-RELIANCE AND
SELF-SUFFICIENCY. TRAINING AND SUPPORTING CAREERS WORKING IN LOCAL
COMMUNITIES USING RENEWABLE RESOURCES AND ALTERNATIVE ENERGY, AND

Jean Souza –
Hanapēpē –‘Ele‘ele
Association
(via email)
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PROVIDING LOCALLY-PRODUCED FOOD, SERVICES, AND PRODUCTS ARE KEY FACTORS IN
ACHIEVING SUSTAINABILITY.

117

Rationale: Current wording of a sustainable island is insufficient. Replacement wording is
more complete.”
“Text: Kaua'i is a sustainable island, rooted in principles of Aloha and Mālama Āina, and
remarkable in its thriving ecosystems;
Needed Revisions: Kauai is INCREASINGLY a self-sustaining island, rooted in principles of
Aloha and Mālama Āina, and remarkable in its thriving NATURAL ecosystems;

Jean Souza –
Hanapēpē –‘Ele‘ele
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(via email)

Rationale: It is unreasonable to expect that Kauai will be self-sustaining in 20 years, but it
should be on a trajectory to be increasingly self-sustaining. NATURAL clarifies the
ecosystems that should be thriving.”

118 “Text: A Unique and Beautiful Place
Needed Revisions: A DISTINCTIVE and beautiful place
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Rationale: "Unique" is not the most appropriate word since Kauai is not unique.
However, there are some aspects of Kauai's character that make the island "distinctive".
Maintaining those characteristics should be a goal.”
“Text: Kaua'i is a place where rural character and natural landscapes are preserved
through compact, walkable communities separated by scenic and functional open spaces;
Needed Revisions: Kaua'i is a place where rural character and natural landscapes are
preserved through compact, walkable COMMUNITIES WITH scenic and functional
RECREATIONAL and open spaces both within and separating communities;
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Rationale: Scenic and functional open spaces should also be within communitites, not just
in places separating communities.”
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120 “Text: Kaua'i is a place that welcomes visitors, providing adequate facilities and a variety
of cultural and recreational opportunities while maintaining the principles of Aloha and
Mālama Āina.
Needed Revisions: Kaua'i is a place that welcomes visitors, providing APPROPRIATE
facilities and a variety of cultural and recreational opportunities while maintaining the
principles of Aloha and Mālama Āina.

Jean Souza –
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(via email)

Rationale: APPROPRIATE better describes the types, qualities, and quantities of facilities
that should be provided. "Adequate" implies only quantity.”

121 “Text: Kaua'i is a place with healthy people and vibrant community life, safe facilities for
walking and biking, places to gather and socialize, and venues for arts and culture.
Needed Revisions: Kaua'i is a place with healthy people and vibrant community life, safe
facilities for walking and biking, places to gather and socialize, and venues for arts and
culture, OUTDOOR RECREATION OPPORTUNITIES, AND INTELLECTUAL PURSUITS.
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Rationale: The venues list needs to be expanded to include OUTDOOR RECREATION
OPPORTUNITIES, (e.g., hunting, fishing, hiking, camping, surfing, parks) AND
INTELLECTUAL PURSUITS (e.g., libraries, community meeting/gathering places, education
facilities, interpretive facilities, lectures, continuing education), not just arts and culture.
“Text: Kaua'i is a resilient community that shares kuleana in planning for the future,
proactively responding to and preparing for changes, and providing for the needs of
people from keiki to kupuna.
Needed Revisions: Kaua'i HAS resilient COMMUNITIES that SHARE kuleana in planning for
the future, preparing for changes, and providing for the needs of people from keiki to
kupuna.

Jean Souza –
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123

Rationale: Kauai is not a single community but is made up of multiple communities.
Delete "proactively responding to and" because the term "proactive response" is
contradictory. The phrase is not necessary in this sentence.”
“Text: Kaua'i is a place that supports agriculture and a diversity of farming practices and
produces food and other products that contribute to Kaua‘i’s self-sufficiency.
Needed Revisions: Kaua'i is a place that supports LOCAL agriculture and a diversity of
farming practices and produces food and other products that contribute to Kaua‘i’s selfsufficiency.

124

Rationale: LOCAL agriculture is more descriptive than "agriculture" which could easily be
interpreted as corporate or industrial agriculture.”
“Text: Kaua'i is a place that supports agriculture and a diversity of farming practices and
produces food and other products that contribute to Kaua‘i’s self-sufficiency.
Needed Revisions: Kaua'i is a place that supports LOCAL agriculture and a diversity of
farming practices and produces food and other products that contribute to Kaua‘i’s selfsufficiency.
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Rationale: LOCAL agriculture is more descriptive than "agriculture" which could easily be
interpreted as corporate or industrial agriculture.”

125 “Text: Kaua'i is an Island of economic opportunity where businesses, cottage industries,
and entrepreneurs thrive, and where youth have broad access to education, enrichment
and economic opportunity.
Needed Revisions: Kaua'i is an island of economic opportunity where businesses, cottage
industries, and LOCAL entrepreneurs thrive and where SKILLED FUTURE GENERATIONS
CREATE DIVERSE economic OPPORTUNITIES.

Jean Souza –
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(via email)
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Rationale: "Island" should be a lower case "I". "LOCAL" entrepreneurs is more descriptive
and specific. The goal is too short sighted--focusing only on "broad access"; instead, this
goal should be focused on having SKILLED FUTURE GENERATIONS that can CREATE
DIVERSE ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITIES.”

126 “Text: Kaua'i is a place where housing for all ages and income levels is integrated into the
fabric of each community, and where people can live close to work and recreational
opportunities.
Needed Revisions: Kaua'i HAS housing for all ages and income LEVELS INTEGRATED into
the fabric of each community, and where people can live close to work and recreational
opportunities.

Jean Souza –
Hanapēpē –‘Ele‘ele
Association
(via email)

Rationale: New wording is less wordy than original.”

127 “Text: Increase the amount of workforce housing available for local households by
focusing infrastructure improvements in growth areas. Eliminate onerous regulatory
barriers, and form active public-private partnerships.
Needed Revisions: Increase the amount of workforce housing available for local
households by focusing infrastructure improvements in growth areas.

Jean Souza –
Hanapēpē –‘Ele‘ele
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(via email)

Rationale: Delete "Eliminate onerous regulatory barriers, and form active public-private
partnerships." because some of the regulations that one group might consider onerous
might actually be helpful in protecting community interests and mitigating adverse
impacts of the project. Just because a project is an affordable housing project does not
mean that they are without their significant onsite and offsite impacts, and direct and
cumulative impacts.”
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128 “Text: Kaua'i’s towns and planning districts are distinct, each with its own character,
opportunities, and needs. This uniqueness must be celebrated, protected in Community
Plans, and reinforced in development standards.
Needed Revisions: Kaua'i’s towns and planning districts are distinct, each with its own
GEOGRAPHY, character, opportunities, and needs. This uniqueness must be celebrated,
protected in Community Plans, and reinforced in development standards.

Jean Souza –
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Rationale: Each town's and planning district's relationship with its surrounding
neighborhoods and physical, cultural, and social environments helps in creating its
identity. All of this can be summarized in the term "geography", which is inserted here.”

129 “Text: Ensure new and existing neighborhoods have safe roads and functional parks, as
well as access to jobs, commerce, transit and public services.
Needed Revisions: Ensure new and existing neighborhoods have safe roads, WALKWAYS
AND MULTI-USE PATHS, and functional parks, as well as access to jobs, commerce, transit
and public services.

Jean Souza –
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Rationale: Walkways and paths should be included, otherwise this policy focuses only on
roads.”

130 “Text: Manage future congestion conditions in the major growth areas of Līhu'e and
South Kaua‘i through strategic infrastructure improvements and increased multimodal
transportation options.
Needed Revisions: REDUCE CONGESTION CONDITIONS THROUGH STRATEGIC
INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENTS and increased multimodal transportation options.
Improve traffic conditions by implementing congestion management projects, including
network, intersection, and bridge improvements, as well as careful growth management
and taking steps toward reducing dependence on automobiles.

Jean Souza –
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(via email)
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Rationale: Current congestion is not only limited to Lihue and South Kauai and WailuaKapaa corridor. It would be short-sighted to address only these geographic areas and not
others. There is no need for two separate policy statements. The proposed wording
addresses all areas with congestion problems by being general.”

131 “Text: Improve traffic conditions along the Wailuā-Kapa‘a corridor by implementing
capacity and congestion management projects, including network and intersection
improvements, and through careful management of residential growth North of the
Wailuā Bridge.

132

Needed Revisions: Delete Policy #8, combine with revised 7, see comments above”
“New Policy #8 Needed: IMPROVE ACCESS TO COUNTY SERVICES BY ESTABLISHING
SATELLITE FACILITIES.
Rationale: This new Policy proposes the establishment of satellite county offices outside
of Lihue. It will increase services outside of Lihue. It will help reduce the need to drive
into Lihue and contribute to the traffic congestion along the way. It also helps diversify
jobs and services available in communities outside of Lihue.”

133 “Text: Protect the island’s natural beauty by preserving the open space and views
between towns.
Needed Revisions: Protect the island's natural beauty, DISTINCTIVE LANDFORMS AND
OTHER DISTINCTIVE VISUAL RESOURCES, AND PRESERVE OPEN SPACE AND VIEWS WITHIN
AND BETWEEN TOWNS AND ALONG ROADWAYS.

Jean Souza –
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Rationale: Expanded wording is necessary because scenic beauty is more than just
"preserving the open space and views between towns". The reword identifies the
components of scenic beauty and how to protect them.”
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134 “Text: Protect the identity of Kaua'i’s visitor industry by focusing on revitalization and
limiting new resort growth only to existing Visitor Destination Areas. Reduce visitors’
impacts on infrastructure and communities.
Needed Revisions: Protect the identity of Kaua'i’s visitor industry by focusing on
revitalization and limiting new resort growth only to existing Visitor Destination Areas.
Reduce visitors’ impacts on infrastructure, NATURAL RESOURCES, and communities

Jean Souza –
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Rationale: Add "natural resources" to recognize a major element of Kauai's attraction as a
visitor destination.”

135 “Text: Create and foster thriving commercial areas through improved infrastructure, civic
space, streetscapes, updated zoning standards, and streamlined approval processes.
Needed Revisions: Create and foster thriving commercial areas through improved
infrastructure, civic space, streetscapes, updated zoning standards, and EFFICIENT
approval processes.

Jean Souza –
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Rationale: Substitute "EFFICIENT" approval process instead of "streamlined" approval
process. Efficiencies can be supported; however, streamlining which may reduce public
review and community input is undesirable.”

136 “Text: Support economic diversification and access to locally produced food by increasing
the productivity and profitability of all forms of agriculture. Nurture small-scale farms,
promote crop diversity, and form stronger public/private partnerships with farmers.
Needed Revisions: Support economic diversification and access to locally produced food
by PROTECTING AGRICULTURAL LANDS AND by increasing the productivity and
profitability of all forms of FOOD PRODUCTION AND SUSTAINABLE agriculture. Nurture
small-scale farms, promote crop diversity, and form stronger public/private partnerships
with farmers.

Jean Souza –
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137

Rationale: Adding "PROTECTING AGRICULTURAL LANDS" is necessary to recognize the
primary resource without which increased productivity would not be possible.”
“Text: Prepare for impacts to the Island economy, food systems, and infrastructure that
will be caused by Climate Change.
Needed Revisions: IMPROVE RESILIENCE AND REDUCE VULNERABILITY OF the Island
economy, food and water supply systems, HOMES and infrasturcture that will be
AFFECTED by Climate Change.

Jean Souza –
Hanapēpē –‘Ele‘ele
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Rationale: The additions recognize the need for RESILIENCE and REDUCED
VULUNERABILITIES , and need to include HOMES.”

138 “Text: Perpetuate traditional Native Hawaiian rights and protect public trust resources
and cultural sites in all land use development and activities.\
Needed Revisions: Perpetuate traditional Native Hawaiian rights and protect public trust
resources and cultural sites.

Jean Souza –
Hanapēpē –‘Ele‘ele
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(via email)

Rationale: The revised wording recognizes the policy has broad application, not just as
they apply to "land use development and activities".
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139 “Text: Protect access to and customary use of shoreline areas, trails, and places for
religious and cultural observances, fishing, gathering, hunting and recreational activities,
such as hiking and surfing.
Needed Revisions: Protect AND RESTORE PUBLIC access to and customary AND
TRADITIONAL use of shoreline areas, trails, and places for religious and cultural
observances, fishing, gathering, hunting and recreational activities, such as hiking and
surfing.

Jean Souza –
Hanapēpē –‘Ele‘ele
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Rationale: Too many public accesses and wahi pana have already been lost. These need
to be RESTORED, as well as protecting current public accesses and special places. Also
need to acknowledge TRADITIONAL uses.”

140 “Text: Value youth as Kaua'i’s most treasured resource. Provide them with safe
communities, great schools and facilities, and financially sustainable job, housing, and
transportation opportunities so they are able to seek livelihoods on Kaua'i.
Needed Revisions: Value youth as Kaua'i’s most treasured resource. Provide them with
safe communities, QUALITY schools and facilities, and financially sustainable jobS,
housing, and transportation opportunities so they are able to seek livelihoods on Kaua'i.

Jean Souza –
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Rationale: QUALITY schools is a more appropriate word. Jobs should be plural.”

141 “Text: Prepare for the aging of Kaua'i’s population through housing, services, and facility
improvements that meet the needs of elderly households.
Needed Revisions: Prepare for the aging of Kaua'i’s population through housing, services,
TRANSPORTATION, ACCESSIBILITY and facility improvements that meet the needs of
elderly households. INCORPORATE THEIR KNOWLEDGE AND EXPERIENCE IN PLANNING
PROCESSES AND COMMUNITY DECISIONS.

Jean Souza –
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Rationale: The list of needs for kupuna is not complete and neglects TRANSPORTATION
and ACCESSIBILITY. The need to RESPECT OUR KUPUNA is as important as honoring them,
and their role in planning and community consultation and decision-making should be
acknowledged.”

142 “Text: Kaua‘i’s residents care about planning and decision-making. Government must
share information, encourage input, improve public processes, and be responsive.
Needed Revisions: Kaua‘i’s residents care about planning and decision-making.
Government must IMPROVE COMMUNICATION WITH THE PUBLIC, share information,
encourage PUBLIC PARTICIPATION, improve public processes, and be responsive.

Jean Souza –
Hanapēpē –‘Ele‘ele
Association
(via email)

Rationale: There is a real need for Kauai county government to improve its

COMMUNICATION WITH THE PUBLIC and, not just solicit input, but PUBLIC
PARTICIPATION. This implies an ongoing and sustained relationship with the
public, not restricted to project by project "input".”
143 “Text: Hanapēpē-Ele’ele is the gateway to the West Side. As Kaumuali’i Highway turns
south and descends from the uplands of Kalāheo, views of the ocean open up together
with views of the Hanapēpē River valley. The district includes Port Allen, one of the
island’s main industrial hubs, with a harbor, power plant, and solar farm.

Jean Souza –
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Needed Revisions: Hanapepe-Eleele is the gateway TO AND ECONOMIC CENTER OF the
WESTSIDE. As Kaumualii Highway turns south and descends from the uplands of Kalaheo,
THERE IS A SWEEPING OPEN VIEW of the ocean AND NIIHAU AND PANORAMIC VIEWS OF
Hanapepe River valley AND ACTIVELY FARMED LANDS. The district ENCOMPASSES (IN
TOTAL OR PORTIONS OF) THE AHUPUAA OF WAHIAWA, ILI OF ELEELE, AHUPUAA OF
HANAPEPE, AND AHUPUAA OF MAKAWELI. TODAY'S COMMUNITITIES INCLUDE NUMILA,
ELEELE, PORT ALLEN, HANAPEPE, AND KAUMAKANI.
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Port Allen, one of the island's two deep draft harbors, is still a commercial port, military
port and small boat harbor. Burns Field (Port Allen Airport) is one of the island's three
commercial airfields. Commercial centers include Port Allen, Eleele Shopping Center, and
Hanapepe Town.
Rationale: This edit fully recongnizes the geographical extent of the Hanapepe-

Eleele area, which extends from Numila to Kaumakani. This aligns with our
position that the ahupuaa of Wahiawa should be included in the Hanapepe-Eleele
(perhaps a renaming of the planning area is in order) community planning area.”
144 “Text: The following provides elements of a preliminary vision and priorities for the major
communities in the Hanapēpē- ‘Ele‘ele planning district in 2035, based on community and
CAC input. While it is intended to provide some guidance for specific areas, it did not have
the benefit of a detailed community planning effort. The Preliminary vision and priorities
can be used to inform policies and actions for further vetting during the Community
Planning process.

Jean Souza –
Hanapēpē –‘Ele‘ele
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Needed Revisions: The following provides elements of a preliminary vision and priorities
for the major communities in the Hanapēpē- ‘Ele‘ele planning district in 2035, based on
LIMITED community and CAC input. While it is intended to provide some guidance for
specific areas, it did not have the benefit of a RECENT OR COMPREHENSIVE community
planning effort. The Preliminary vision and priorities can be used to inform policies and
actions for further vetting during the Community Planning process.
Rationale: Opportunities for community input have been LIMITED.”

145 “Text: As Hanapēpē and ‘Ele‘ele evolve, public open space can be ocean and river views,
access to coastal areas, and a possible regional open space network. Hanapēpē, ‘Ele‘ele,
and Port Allen can evolve individually, but the desire is that connectivity would increase
among them.

Jean Souza –
Hanapēpē –‘Ele‘ele
Association
(via email)

176

Needed Revisions: PUBLIC OPEN SPACE GOALS FOR HANAPEPE-ELEELE SHOULD INCLUDE
PROTECTION OF OCEAN, RIVER, AND MOUNTAIN VIEWS, AS WELL AS ACCESS TO
COASTAL AND MOUNTAIN AREAS, and a possible regional open space network.
Hanapepe, Eleele, and Port Allen can evolve individually, AND THERE IS DESIRE THAT
connectivity would increase among them.
Rationale: Reword clarifies the goal statements.”

146 “Text: The following Goals, Policies, and Actions are preliminary, and were derived from
input received during the Community Visioning Workshops held in November of 2015.
They should be further explored and vetted with community input during Community
Planning processes.

Jean Souza –
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Needed Revisions: The following Goals, Policies, and Actions are preliminary, and were
derived from input received during the Community Visioning Workshops held in
November of 2015, THE GENERAL PLAN PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS, AND
COMMUNICATIONS FROM COMMUNITY MEMBERS. They should be further explored and
vetted with community input during Community Planning processes.
Rationale: Reword reflects reality. Most comments were generated outside of the
Visioning Workshops, by community members spending many, many hours discussing
vision, issues and alternatives, studying reports, conducting forums, and seeking out and
listening to experts.”

147 “Text: GOAL: Maintain the Character of Hnapepe as a historic town and a thriving center
for artists and craftspeople.
Needed Revision: Maintain the small town character of Hanapepe.

Jean Souza –
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Rationale: Having only one goal for Hanapepe, and one focused only as a thriving center
for artists and craftspeople dismisses the role of the town for the community and
neglects other goals for the town.”
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148 “Text: Revitalize the historic center of Hanapepe to showcase and accommodate artists
and small businesses.
Needed Revision: Revitalize the historic center to accommodate small business, services,
and activities.

Jean Souza –
Hanapēpē –‘Ele‘ele
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Rationale: Reword generalizes the objective to be more inclusive.”

149 “Needed New Actions: ACTION: MAINTAIN THE HISTORIC CHARACTER OF HANAPEPE
TOWN.
ACTION: EXPLORE THE DEVELOPMENT OF A CULTURAL CENTER TO SUPPORT LOCAL
TRADITIONS, PRACTICES AND RESOURCES

Jean Souza –
Hanapēpē –‘Ele‘ele
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Rationale: New action consistent with prior actions and Goal statement above.”

150 “Text: Increase pedestrian mobility and multimodal connectivity
Needed Revisions: MAINTAIN TRAFFIC FLOW AND increase pedestrian mobility and
multimodal connectivity.

Jean Souza –
Hanapēpē –‘Ele‘ele
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(via email)

New Action: ACTION: Maintain the smooth throughflow of traffic on Kaumualii Highway.
Rationale: Reword also addresses vehicular mobility. MAINTAINING TRAFFIC FLOW
means avoiding traffic congestion.”

151 “Text: Improve riverside access to encourage recreational use of the River.

Jean Souza –
Hanapēpē –‘Ele‘ele
Needed Revisions: Improve riverside access to encourage APROPRIATE recreational use of Association
the River WHILE PROTECTING THE ESTUARY.
(via email)
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Rationale: Reword brings attention to APPROPRIATE recreational use of river, not all
recreation uses. The estuary needs PROTECTION as it has juvenile marine/aquatic life
that scientists have identified as rare and native.”

152 “Text: Maintain the historic swinging bridge as an important destination.
Needed Revisions: Maintain the historic swinging bridge as an important PEDESTRIAN
LINK AND VISITOR ATTRACTION.
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Rationale: Add "ACTION:". Reword more accurately characterizes the value of action
pertaining to the swinging bridge.”
“Text: ACTION: Provide safe pedestrian crossings, especially to Hanapēpē Heights, the
town center, and the Neighborhood Center park and stadium.
Needed Revisions: ACTION: Provide safe pedestrian PATHWAYS AND HIGHWAY crossings,
especially FROM Hanapēpē Heights TO the town center, and the Neighborhood Center
park and stadium.

Jean Souza –
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Rationale: Reword is more accurate.”

154 “Text: ACTION: ACTION: Improve multimodal access to the shore, especially between
Hanapēpē Heights, the town center, and Salt Pond Park.
Needed Revisions: ACTION: Improve pedestrian and bicycle access to the shore and Port
Allen, especially FROM RESIDENTIAL NEIGHBORHOODS.

Jean Souza –
Hanapēpē –‘Ele‘ele
Association
(via email)

New Action: ACTION: RECONSTRUCT/REPLACE THE 1911 BRIDGE FOR SAFETY, ADA
ACCESS, AND A VARIETY OF PUBLIC USES.
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Rationale: Reword more accurately describes residents preferences and is inclusive of
RESIDENTIAL NEIGHBORHOODS, not only Hanapepe Heights.”

155 “New Actions and Goals Needed:
GOAL: IMPROVE CRITICAL INFRASTRUCTURE.
Rationale: New Goal necessary for shortcomings in infrastructure

Jean Souza –
Hanapēpē –‘Ele‘ele
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(via email)

ACTION: EXPLORE OPTIONS TO OVERCOME THE FIRE STA-TION'S VULNERABILITY
OF BEING IN AN EVACUATION AREA.
Rationale: New Action to reduce the vulnerability of the current fire station.
ACTION: PROVIDE SEWER LINE CONNECTIONS TO UNSERVED HOMES IN
HANAPEPE HEIGHTS AND TO SALT POND BEACH PARK.
Rationale: New Action to complete sewer line connections in a section of
Hanapepe Heights and to extend to Salt Pond Beach Park.
ACTION: IMPROVE THE STORM WATER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM INCLUDING THE
EXPANSION OF STORM DRAINS TO BETTER CONTROL THE COLLECTION OF
RUNOFF.
Rationale: New Action to fix current problems.
GOAL: EXPAND AND ENHANCE OPEN SPACES AND RECREATIONAL OPPORTUNITIES.
Rationale: Necessary new Goal that reflects long-standing community goal.
ACTION: EXPAND SALT POND BEACH PARK TO ACCOMMODATE GROWING
COMMUNITY NEEDS AND FOR VISITORS.
Rationale: New Action to reflect long-standing community sentiments.
ACTION: MAINTAIN SWEEPING VIEWS ALONG THE HIGHWAYS.
Rationale: New Action necessary for protecting and enhancing open spaces.
GOAL: ENHANCE THE IDENTITIES AND ROLES OF ELEELE AND PORT ALLEN.
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Rationale: ELEELE AND PORT ALLEN were omitted in the draft and need to be included.
ACTION: ENHANCE AND CONTINUE TO MAINTAIN THE RELATIONSHIPS AND
INTERCONNECTEDNESS BETWEEN ELEELE, PORT ALLEN, AND HANAPEPE.
Rational: New Action consistent with community sentiments.
ACTION: SUPPORT THE EXPANSION OF ELEELE SHOPPING CENTER TO MEET THE
NEEDS OF NEARBY RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITIES.
Rationale: New Action that has broad community support.
ACTION:RECOGNIZE AND SUPPORT THE PORT ALLEN INDUSTRIAL LAND USES AND
THEIR IMPORTANCE TO HANAPEPE-ELEELE AND THE WESTSIDE.
Rationale: New Action to forestall the increase conversion of industrial lands to
commercial land uses. The industrial uses need to recognize and avoid adverse
visual impacts and ocean views from Kaumualii Highway descending from Eleele.
Rationale: New Action to forestall the increase conversion of industrial lands to
commercial land uses. The industrial uses need to recognize and avoid adverse
visual impacts and ocean views from Kaumualii Highway descending from Eleele.
GOAL: INCREASE PEDESTRIAN MOBILITY AND MULTIMODAL CONNECTIVITY.
Rationale: New Action consistent with Hanapepe goal and reflective of growing
community sentiments.
ACTION: PROVIDE SAFE PEDESTRIAN PATHWAYS AND HIGHWAY CROSSINGS,
ESPECIALLY FROM RESIDENTIAL AREAS TO SCHOOLS, MEDICAL FACILITIES,
SHOPPING CENTER, CHURCHES AND HARBOR.
Rational: New Action to reflect growing community sentiments.
ACTION: IMPROVE MULTIMODAL ACCESS FROM RESIDENTIAL NEIGHBORHOODS
TO THE SHORE VIA SHORELINE PATHS ESPECIALLY FROM WAHIAWA BAY TO SALT
POND BEACH PARK.
Rationale New Action consistent with past community recommendations.
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GOAL: EXPAND AND ENHANCE OPEN SPACES AND RECREATIONAL OPPORTUNITIES.
Rationale: Necessary new Goal that reflects long-standing community goal.
ACTION: EXPLORE CREATION OF POCKET PARKS AND PUBLIC SCENIC VANTAGE
POINTS OVERLOOKING THE HARBOR, SHORELINE, AND HANAPEPE VALLEY.
Rationale: New Action to reflect growing community sentiments.
ACTION: MAINTAIN SWEEPING VIEWS ALONG THE HIGHWAYS.
Rationale: New Action necessary for protecting and enhancing open spaces and
sweeping views.
ACTION: ESTABLISH A WIDE SWATH OF PUBLICLY ACCESSIBLE OPEN SPACE AND
RECREATIONAL LANDS ALONG THE COASTLINE FROM NUMILA TO PORT ALLEN.
Rationale: New Action consistent with past community recommendations.”

156 “Missing from map: Kokee State Park and Kee State Park.
Page-size map is too small scale to properly review the land use designations. Parks and
recreation areas are an important, high priority land use for both residents and visitors.”

157 “Needed Revision: In Hanapepe, DELETE "Neighborhhod General" and "Neighborhood
Edge". Possibly delete "Neighborhood Center". Areas in these designations should be
deleted from Hanapepe Heights (should be "Residential", cliffs in Hanapepe between the
town and Hanapepe Heights (should be changed to "Natural"), and in Hanapepe Valley
(should be "Rural"or "Agricultural").

Jean Souza –
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Jean Souza –
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Rationale: The Hanapepe Town Center is already large with many unused parcels. There is
no need to create such massive higher density urban areas as indicated with the
"Neighborhood General" and "Neighborhood Edge" in Hanapepe, especially within this
GP's planning horizon. These NG and NE designations should be deleted for Hanapepe
Hieghts, the cliffs at Hanapepe, and Hanapepe Valley. Creating the NG and NE in
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Hanapepe may be detrimental to the long-term viability and infill in the Hanapepe Town
Center. Hanapepe Valley is a flood inundation area where increased density is not
appropriate for that and other reasons. The colors on the map are too similar, especially
of the Urban Center, Neighborhood Center, Neighborhood General, and Neighborhood
Edge. More of the areas designated in these categories may need to be deleted once
better maps are available for public review.”

158 “Needed Revision: In Eleele-Port Allen, DELETE "Neighborhood General" and
"Neighborhood Edge" in the current residential neighborhoods of Eleele and Eleele Nani,
and in the Eleele residential neighborhoods east of Kaumualii Highway. The cliffs along
Eleele and Port Allen should be "Natural". There should be a 200 yard swath of coastal
lands all through Eleele to Numila that should be "Natural" or "Parks and Recreation".

Jean Souza –
Hanapēpē –‘Ele‘ele
Association
(via email)

Rationale: Keeping in mind that this is a 20 year plan, there is too much increased density
in the existing Eleele residential areas designated NG and NE. Cliffs and coastal areas
need protection from urban development and encroachment.”

159 “These maps are too small scale and the choice of colors and fonts are too difficult to
read which inhibit the public's ability to use them as a planning tool. Probably not your
intent, but a real outcome of the print choices made in the publication of this document.”

161 “it [the GP] has no statement/section/paragraph even on citizenʻs
participation. The 2000 GP stepped back from the previous GP on this component
of planning and the fact that there is no statement in current plan or structure
and encouragement for citizen input is a concern. I donʻt think Facebook and
Instagram will substitute from timely dialogue (early consultation) and comment
by citizens, especially through neighborhood and other community groups.”
162 ”Aloha Marie, Lee and Marisa,

Jean Souza –
Hanapēpē –‘Ele‘ele
Association
(via email)
Beryl Blaich (via
email)

Laurel Quarton
(via email)

183

I want to thank you for the time and attentive response you offered us last week. As
Anne said, without your receptivity we might not have persisted and, because of it, we
feel encouraged and privileged to be looking forward with hope.
In thinking of Lee's question about what we see missing in the County General Plan Draft,
I wanted to add something I neglected to say at our meeting. It is not insignificant that
the areas of education and health and environment appear lacking. They came up lacking
in our collective community effort as well. Everyone is concerned about them but,
because they are more personal than other sectors, people seem to be less clear about
what they want. We kept being drawn back to the more concrete material and economic
concerns from our community feedback. I think this is a reflection of present western
and world attitudes and not surprising to see reflected in governance.
What I would like to see in the next General Plan is a clear focus on developing the
potential of our people, without which any of the material developments can be
misunderstood and mismanaged. People are the greatest resource we have and unless
we attend directly to the health and happiness and developed potential of this resource
we are treading water and possibly sinking. Technology and economic prosperity are life
rafts only when they are properly utilized by our human community.
The lack of effective focus on health is showing up in unprecedented levels of illness,
hospitalizations, and deaths
by increasing disease conditions. Health care is
becoming out of affordable range for vast numbers of people,
including for the
system itself. As an island we can remedy that. There are medical systems which are
effective,
lucrative and free. Yes this is true.
The lack of focus on education is almost to the level of criminal negligence. Children are
"graduating" with insufficient intellectual and emotional development to provide
themselves with a place in society. Yes, the State is responsible for education but we, on
Kauai, are responsible to shake the State tree, as well as partnering with private funds to
help with meeting our needs. There are also easily implemented technologies which
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directly promote the development of every child or adult's potential, as demonstrated in
schools around the world.
The lack of focus on the environment I believe is a reflection of our collective, cultural
disconnect from the natural world of which we are a part. This is a deeply personal
relationship which, when ignored, separates us from our
own nature. It is not
possible to disregard nature without disregarding the well-being of ourselves and
our
communities in primary and material ways.
And, lastly, the Cultural Heritage sector was lightly handled in the Draft as well as by our
community input. It should be recognized that ancient cultures are historically founded
on an intimate relationship to the natural world, of which our own bodies, minds and
spirits are part and the same. Knowledge and practices of all cultures should permeate
health systems, educational systems and environmental relationships, as well as all other
sectors of community life. We are fortunate on Kauai to enjoy the liveliness and
longevity of multiple cultures and we are hopeful that more Hawaiian, and other ethnic,
cultural practitioners will join our GP process.
Thank you again for your teamwork in helping to create bridges with government for our
communities.
In Peace,
Laurie Quarton”

163 “First let me express my appreciation for all the work that has been done by Planning
Department staff; SSFM, Opticos, and other consultants; other Administration
departments and personnel; the Planning Commission; Citizens Advisory Committee, and
the public--with the support of Mayor Carvalho. The enthusiastic and innovative
outreach--and the public response--have been noteworthy and commendable. I am

Councilmember
Joanne Yukimura
(via email)
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grateful for the opportunity to submit these comments on the General Plan Update
Discussion Draft. It took considerable effort to get these comments to you due to the
crunch of demands at this time of the year and the fact that I am coming off a very
intense election year. I join with other citizens in requesting more time--at least until
January 31, 2017, for the public to discuss and respond to the Discussion Draft and more
time for plan drafters to work on the plan.
While I have not completed my study of the Discussion Draft, out of respect for the
December, 2016 deadline and in the hope that some of my comments will be helpful at
this point, I submit comments below, based on a reading of the Introduction, Section 1.0
Vision, Goals and Policies for the Future and Sections 2.II Housing and 2.III Land
Transportation.
INTRODUCTION
The INTRODUCTION is well done in terms of capturing the sentiments expressed by the
public and articulating some of the basic issues as perceived by the public. I like the flow
of the writing; it is so much easier to read plans when the writing is clear. I agree that we
need to plan for growth and that managing growth well is one of the most
important goals of the General Plan Update. Managing growth, however, is not just about
setting targets. The high growth rates over the last fifteen years may have resulted, not
from growth targets set too low, but from the 2000 General Plan’s failure to identify
effective mechanisms for controlling growth and/or from the lack of skills or courage of
leaders and citizens to follow the plan with fidelity and rigor.
For example, if resort entitlements already exceed the sustainable number of visitor
units, why was a permit issued for the Coco Palms site? A mechanism for controlling
growth—a discretionary use permit--was available, but the courage or discernment to
make a tough decision was not. The Discussion Draft should identify actual and effective
mechanisms for managing growth and include these in the action plans. Then we must
have the courage to utilize and exercise such mechanisms. It is easier to have courage and
make the right decision when the plan policies are clear and well explained.
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Also missing from the Discussion Draft is a clear analysis about how growth can be
effectively managed by type and form as explained below with several examples.”

164 “Visitor growth as a type of population growth
In the discussion about population growth, resident population is the focus and visitor
population is not included. However, the best measure of population, especially
considering
infrastructure capacity (but also in terms of social acceptance and harmony), is daily de
facto population, which includes daily visitor population.

Councilmember
Joanne Yukimura
(via email)

In the Kauai Tourism Strategic Plan, the industry itself agrees that when the daily visitor
census reaches 25,000, which it did several times in recent years, there are signs that we
are reaching capacity in terms of our road system and even the capacity of local residents
to feel comfortable on their own island. Thus one way to manage population growth is to
manage the growth in visitor count, which is easier to manage than growth in residents.
What, then, is the visitor room count that we should be aiming for? This should be
specified as a clear goal in the General Plan Update--especially if we have exceeded it.
If we are presently exceeding the daily visitor count that can be sustained by existing
infrastructure and social structure, what are the ways to reduce excessive daily visitor
counts?
One way is to limit visitor units. I commend the proposal in the Discussion Draft to
remove urban designations for land where resorts are projected but not yet entitled.
Even with such action, however, it appears we are so over-zoned that if all the resort
zoned properties were built out (including all potential long-term residential units in
VDAs), we will be drowning in visitor units. An updated General Plan could recommend
that a certain number of acres zoned for resort use be down-zoned based on the planning
analysis done as part of the General Plan update process. Then the question becomes,
can such down-zoning be done legally? If so, what are the steps necessary to take in
accomplishing a down-zoning and having such action be upheld in court? Early in the GPU
process, I recommended that the Planning Department commission a legal analysis of
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that crucial question, but I do not believe this critical question has been answered in any
official way.
There are other ways to address the problem of excess entitlements. Perhaps there is a
way to apply use-it-or-lose-it requirements, or give incentives for changing to another
use, or allow transfer of development rights to somewhere where visitor units might be
desirable and/or needed--such as downtown Lihue. Or, we could make infrastructural
costs extremely high based on a public policy that says scarce resources like developed
potable water, sewer capacity or even landfill space should be more expensive for visitors
and second home owners as compared to residents. Or, air travel to Hawaii could include
the cost of carbon and greenhouse gases per trip. This would make air travel more
sustainable by internalizing the externalities and would discourage excess travel to Kauaʻi.
These kinds of specific ways should be discussed in the Discussion Draft--not just vague
generalities.”

165 “Affordable housing as a type of growth
As the Introduction points out, “how to provide for the type of growth that benefits local
residents” is the challenge. Clearly affordable housing (defined as housing the cost of
which is no more than 30% of household income) is a type of growth that needs to be
encouraged and facilitated.

Councilmember
Joanne Yukimura
(via email)

The Discussion Draft should include the following two policies that would help to alleviate
the housing crisis. First, the county’s efforts should give priority to meeting the greatest
need first. Housing studies show that the bulk of the need for affordable housing is
comprised of the families and individuals at or below 100% of median income, which is
where the market failure is the greatest and where the needed subsidy is the deepest.
This group has the fewest options and the least resiliency and is the most likely to fall into
homelessness. For this group, rentals, self-help housing, limited equity co-ops and Habitat
for Humanity projects are the most viable options, and should be encouraged.
Secondly, the county needs to adopt a policy of permanent affordability for any
affordable housing that involves taxpayer subsidies or is privately provided as a fair share
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contribution for the right to develop on Kaua’i. This means that a person may stay in the
unit for the rest of his/her life as renter or owner, but once he/she moves, the unit goes
to another income qualified person rather than being sold or rented at market prices.
These are hugely important policies if we want to effectively address the housing crisis
and provide for the type of growth that benefits local residents and were advocated by
the
community at the CAC meeting on Housing. These vital policies need to be explicitly
included in the Discussion Draft as means by which to manage growth and encourage and
enable the kind of growth that will enable local families to remain on Kaua’i.
The policy statement, “Provide Housing for Working Families” and the two-sentence
narrative thereunder on page 1-14, is woefully inadequate and inaccurate as a housing
policy statement. Working families are not the only population that needs housing. There
are elderly, millennials, people with disabilities, single professionals. Furthermore,
providing infrastructure in growth areas will not help to provide affordable housing if the
infrastructure supports primarily market housing or the affordable housing loses its
affordability in 10-30 years, as is typical with buy-back clauses.
“Eliminate onerous regulatory barriers” assumes that existing regulations are onerous
without demonstrating that they are in fact onerous and unnecessary. We probably want
to keep the regulations that are onerous but necessary to the public’s wellbeing. In fact,
the 201H process allows bypassing of basic planning guidelines (such as compliance with
the General Plan) without a public hearing. Providing affordable housing at the expense
of a well-planned, well-functioning community is short-sighted and counterproductive,
and the county rules for the 201H process should not allow disregard of planning
considerations such as regional traffic generation, and consistency with the General Plan
and other major policy plans such as the MLTP. Planning policies and guidelines exist to
create good communities, and we disregard them at the risk of creating a lesser quality of
life, a more expensive cost of living for families and a more a dysfunctional community.”

166 ”Land transportation and land use patterns as a way to manage growth

Councilmember

Planners know well that the impacts of growth stem not just from numbers but also from
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the form and pattern of growth. Low density sprawl--i.e. single family houses on large lots
separated from other land uses and services--has a substantially bigger “footprint” per
person and collectively than a pattern of compact walkable and bikeable towns linked by
a high functioning bus system. Highly dependent on the single occupancy vehicle (SOV)
and
extremely expensive to service by transit, the low density sprawl pattern requires
providing public services to a larger land area for a given population. This means less
efficient use of land, larger cost of government, more dependence on the single
occupancy vehicle (SOV) and a lesser capacity of the transportation system, which is
mainly roads for SOVs. It also means a less sustainable community as carbon emissions
will be higher.
It is commendable that the Discussion Draft mentions compact growth in several places,
most importantly, under “Policies to Guide Growth.” However, it is only mentioned once
under that very important section and there is no cohesive discussion anywhere in the
Discussion Draft of this core policy nor explanations of how it relates to and organizes
land transportation, housing, growth boundaries, agricultural land, energy use or public
health.

Joanne Yukimura
(via email)

The Discussion Draft does not discuss how thoughtful, well crafted and well applied
transportation and land use policies can be crucial tools in managing growth, minimizing
its negative impacts and enhancing life on Kaua’i. It should recommend specific policies
by which this can and should be done. This is a major omission in the Discussion Draft.
We are extremely fortunate to have the Kauaʻi Multimodal Land Transportation Plan
(MLTP) that is explicitly based on the central goal in both the existing General Plan and
the
General Plan Update Discussion Draft: the preservation and protection of Kauaʻi’s rural
character. The MLTP does an excellent job of articulating how the proposed future
multimodal land transportation system, if implemented, will achieve the four overarching
goals proposed in the Discussion Draft: increased sustainability, preservation of the
beauty and uniqueness of Kauaʻi, health and resiliency, and social equity. It is a model for
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all functional plans and should be used as the basic policy statement for Transportation in
the Discussion Draft.”

167 ”Section 1.0 Vision, Goals and Policies for the Future
I commend the identification of the four “overarching goals” that together create the
vision for Kauaʻi: a unique and beautiful place of healthy and resilient individuals, families
and communities of diverse ethnicities, incomes, perspectives and backgrounds living in
harmony with each other and the natural environment in a way that sustains life,
wellbeing and prosperity on Kauaʻi into the future .

Councilmember
Joanne Yukimura
(via email)

It is a beautiful vision, and I feel excited and grateful that the core values that define
Kauaʻi and our aspirations for Kauaʻi have been clearly identified. Well done!
Taking each of the four goals, here are my more specific thoughts.
1.1 A Sustainable Island . It is wonderful that the Discussion Draft adopts the highly
vetted United Nations Brundtland Commissionʻs definition of sustainable development as
development that “meets the needs of the present without compromising the ability of
future generations to meet their own needs.” “Sustainability” is an overused word, which
gives no guidance when it is not defined. Using the rigorous definition of the Brundtland
Commission is a good foundation for a policy of sustainability. What is unclear are the
two bullet points on page 1-6 under “A Sustainable Island.”
It is not clear what “rooted in the principles of Aloha and Malama Aina” means. Those
two phrases, like the word, “sustainable,” are also often tossed about in a way that makes
them meaningless. As formidable as the task may seem, it would be important to define
what those phrases mean, and also show throughout the document where and how they
apply. Generalized phrases that cannot be defined do not give guidance; the General Plan
is it supposed to be our main guide to the future. Clarifying those two phrases could be as
simple as defining “Aloha” to mean caring for each other and caring for everyone so no
one is left out, and defining “Malama Aina” to mean taking care of the land, including all
natural resources.
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The meaning of the second bullet point is not clear either. It states: “Kauaʻi is a place
where conservation and restoration of land and water resources provides the foundation
of sustainable policies for land use, energy , infrastructure, society and economy.”
Perhaps the writer means that the starting point or “bottom line” for all policies in the
General Plan should be the conservation and restoration of land and water resources. I do
not agree with that. I do not think that any restoration of natural resources should be a
higher priority than lessening the gap between rich and poor or creating more sustainable
infrastructure systems. For example, the restoration of the eroding hillsides of Kalepa
Ridge should not be a higher priority that providing more frequent bus service.
It was said at the GPU community meeting in the All Saints Gym by one of the planners
that policies are a way of making choices. In making choices, we choose one path over
another. The General Plan is supposed to help guide those day by day and year by year
choices that we make as a community about care and use of our natural, fiscal and
human resources. If the language is not clear, there is no guidance.
1.1.1 The policy statement or explanation on page 1-8 continues the confusion. What
does it mean that “This recognizes that Kauaʻis natural environment provides the
foundation for sustainable and equitable society which in turn creates and supports a
sustainable economy.”? I would like to see in this section an explanation that a
sustainable island means that the human made systems such as the land, water and air
transportation, wastewater, electrical, solid waste must be based on the definition of
sustainability that the General Plan is adopting. The question is: how do we know that a
particular human made system is sustainable?
One way is to use the four conditions of sustainability developed in relation to the
Brundtland Commissionʻs definition of sustainability:
“In a sustainable society, nature is not subject to systematically increasing . . .
1. Concentrations of substances extracted from the Earthʻs crust
2. Concentrations of substances produced by society
3. Degradation by physical means
And in that society. . .
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5. People are not subject to conditions that systematically undermine their capacity
to meet their needs.
By those above conditions, a sustainable land transportation system must not be based
on fossil fuels (“concentration of substances extracted from the Earthʻs crust”--condition
1). It must not use fossil fuels because the burning of fossil fuels produce “concentrations
of substances produced by society” (Greenhouse gases--condition 2.) And fossil fuels
cause
degradation of the earthʻs re-generating capacity when greenhouse gases destroy the
earthʻs capacity to balance itʻs temperature (condition 3). Finally, when workers, elderly,
young people, people with disabilities are unable to meet their daily needs--because they
donʻt have a car that means that they are being subjected to conditions that
systematically undermine their capacity to meet their needs (condition 4).
Typographical and Technical Corrections
Page D-7. Figure 4. Population by Planning District (1990-2035): legend fails to indicate
Kapaʻa-Wailua and Northshore graph lines.
Page 2-89 Title: “Reduction of Green House Gas Emissions” -- Greenhouse is one word.
6”

170 “Before this plan goes for final approval, there should be a cost
analysis done. At build out, this plan could cost the tax payers
anywhere from $564.00 to $896.00 per year in new taxes.
Most of the people on Kauai, myself included, cannot afford
this kind of increase in their taxes. Its only prudent and good
business to understand what the cost of moving forward will
be. No developer would move forward with a project without
knowing the cost/benefit of his project and nether should we.”

171 ”First, I believe Kapaa town should stay as a small-town place
type, concentrating growth in and around existing development
along the Kuhio Hwy. rather than at Hokua Place.

Ken Taylor
(Via email)

Ken Taylor
(Via email)
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The housing area in Kapaa is underutilized and with the right
mix could almost double the population in Kapaa.
The area around Kapaa Middle School should stay Agriculture.
Hauaala Rd. should be closed at Kuhio Hwy. with a new opening
on the by-pass road. Hauaala Rd., up 3 or 4 blocks from the
Hwy. could and should be densified for additional housing near
Kapaa.
From the North end of the by-pass at Kuhio Hwy. around to
where it comes back to Kuhio Hwy., and on across the Wailua
river should be two lanes going South. After crossing the river
it should take up the existing cane-hall road two lines going
South all the way to Hanamaulu. This would free up the
existing Kuhio Hwy. to be two lines going North from
Hanamaulu to the North end of Kapaa. This would be the most
cost efficient approach to salving some of our traffic
nightmares'.”

172 ”Comments on Sustainability, Sprawl and
Climate Change
My comments below, I believe, show why you should remove
any reference to sustainability in this plan, for it's not
sustainable.

Ken Taylor
(Via email)

Growth is Happening Whether We Like it or Not
We live on a finite isolated Island on a finite planet. We can
stop growth with a STEADY STATE ECONOMY on a local and
planetary level or go extinct soon.
A NO-GROWTH, STEADY-STATE ECONOMY MUST BE OUR
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GOLD----The Island is finite, the Earth is finite. Their ability to
provide for growing numbers is finite. And we are fast
approaching many of the Earth's Limits ... Pressure resulting
from unrestrained population growth put demand on the
natural world that can over whelm any efforts to achieve a
sustainable future. If we are to halt the destruction of our
environment, we must accept limits to that GROWTH.
This plan calls for sustainable growth, green growth or planned
development growth which all are a "OXYMORON".
First Law of Sustainability:
Population growth and/or growth in the rate of
consumption of resources cannot be sustained.
Growth is getting "BIGGER"
While development is getting "BETTER"
The book "Limits to Growth" (1972) was right. Research from
the University of Melbourne has found the book's forecasts are
accurate, 40 years on. If we continue to track in line with the
book's scenario, expect the early stages of global collapse to
start appearing soon if not already.
The Brundtland definition of sustainability is appealing because
it has both virtue and vagueness. It is virtuous to give the
impression that one is thinking of the wellbeing of future
generations, but the definition itself is vague; it gives no
specifics or hints about the nature of a sustainable society or
about how we must conduct our society to become sustainable.
This vagueness of definition opens the door for people to use
the term "sustainability" to mean anything they want it to
mean. (Which you have done in this plan.) It's straight from
Alice in Wonderland where Humpty Dumpty proclaims, "When
I use a word. It means just what I choose it to mean, neither
more nor less." With the freedom supplied by the vagueness,
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anyone can become an expert on sustainability. Unfortunately,
the Brundtland definition contains a flaw. It focuses first on the
needs of the present, which have nothing to do with
sustainability, and secondarily it mentions the needs of future
generations which are vital for sustainability. This sets the
stage for intergenerational conflict in which the present
generation wins and future generations lose. We need to
rephrase the Brundtland definition as follows:
SUSTAINABLE DEVELOMENT IS DEVELOPMENT THAT DOES
NOT COMPROMISE THE ABILITY OF FUTURE GENERATIONS TO
MEET THEIR OWN NEEDS
Persons who suggest that sustainability can be achieved
without stopping population growth are misleading themselves
and others. Persons whose actions directly or indirectly cause
increases in population or rates of consumption of resources
are moving society away from sustainability.
Ancient civilizations vanished, in part because they grew too
large and their size exceeded the carrying capacity of the
ecosystems on which they depended for support.
In today's world, technology has given many people the feeling
that, through our own efforts, we are exempt from the cruel
constraints of limiting carrying capacities eventually realized
through the disappearance of ancient civilizations. In other
words, today's society has not learned from the history of
where we have come. Education notwithstanding, civilizations
today show considerable tendency to repeat the mistakes of
earlier civilizations, but on a much larger scale.
OUR ECOLOGICAL FOOTPRINT
The human population, living like we do, (12.6 acres needed
per person) has exceeded the carrying capacity of the Island.
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This is not sustainable. And all proposals to save the
environment or to move towards sustainability are serious
intellectual frauds if they do not advocate reducing population
to sustainable levels at the local, national and Global scale.
72,000 population X 12.6 acres needed per person = 907,200
acres needed. This is almost 3 times the size of the Island of
Kauai.
Climate Change---Carbon Footprint
STOP FLYING IF YOU CARE ABOUT CLIMATE CHANGE.
Consider this:
A family of (4) vacation to Hawaii from the West Coast
produces roughly 11 tons of C02. That's the equivalent of
driving a mid-size car 24,000 miles. If you reduce tourism by
(4,000) you reduce our C02 levels by about 11,000 tons.
Some other ways you could save lltons:
1) Have your entire family of (4) eat vegan (locally grown} for
a year and half.
2) Commute by bicycle every day for (4) years.
3) Eliminate sprawl, such as the 550 housing units at Eleele
lluna. An area that as few jobs, which means most all will
have to commute to Lihue or the South shore.
Real change starts with PLANNING ACTION.
We can either use our God-given intelligence, or set back and
wait for the natural systems we depend upon to collapse from
our short-sighted abuse. So, my message to you, our policy
makers: understand that nature does not negotiate. You
cannot change the science. We must change our political will.
I think it's intellectually dishonest to talk about saving the
environment, which is Sustainability, without stressing the
obvious fact that stopping population growth is a necessary
condition for saving the environment and achieving
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sustainability.
Two Questions:
1) How does this plan resolve the fact that we're over using the
earth's finite resources, and yet excessive consumption is
failing to improve our lives?
2) Can you think of any problem in any area of human endeavor
on any scale, from microscopic to global, whose long-term
solution is in any demonstrable way aided, assisted, or
advanced by further increases in population, locally, nationally,
or globally?
Please remove any reference to sustainability
in this plan, for it's not sustainable.”
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D

I support this direction.

0

I generally support this, but it's missing:

D

I don't support this direction because:

approaching many of the Earth's Limits ... Pressure resulting
from unrestrained population growth put demand on the
natural world that can over whelm any efforts to achieve a
sustainable future. If we are to halt the destruction of our
environment, we must accept limits to that GROWTH.
This plan calls for sustainable growth, green growth or planned
development growth which all are a "OXYMORON".

First Law of Sustainability:
Population growth and/or growth in the rate of
consumption of resources cannot be sustained.

Comments on Sustainability, Sprawl and
Climate Change
My comments below, I believe, show why you should remove
any reference to sustainability in this plan, for it's not
sustainable.
Growth is Happening Whether We Like it or Not
We live on a finite isolated Island on a finite planet. We can
stop growth with a STEADY STATE ECONOMY on a local and
planetary level or go extinct soon.
A NO-GROWTH, STEADY-STATE ECONOMY MUST BE OUR
GOLD----The Island is finite, the Earth is finite. Their ability to
provide for growing numbers is finite. And we are fast
approaching many of the Earth's Limits ... Pressure resulting
from unrestrained population growth put demand on the
natural world that can over whelm any efforts to achieve a
sustainable future. If we are to halt the destruction of our
environment, we must accept limits to that GROWTH.
This plan calls for sustainable growth, green growth or planned
development growth which all are a "OXYMORON".

First Law of Sustainability:
Population growth and/or growth in the rate of
consumption of resources cannot be sustained.

Growth is getting "BIGGER"
While development is getting "BETTER"
The book "Limits to Growth" (1972) was right. Research from
the University of Melbourne has found the book's forecasts are
accurate, 40 years on. If we continue to track in line with the
book's scenario, expect the early stages of global collapse to
start appearing soon if not already.
The Brundtland definition of sustainability is appealing because
it has both virtue and vagueness. It is virtuous to give the
impression that one is thinking of the wellbeing of future
generations, but the definition itself is vague; it gives no
specifics or hints about the nature of a sustainable society or
about how we must conduct our society to become sustainable.
This vagueness of definition opens the door for people to use
the term "sustainability" to mean anything they want it to
mean. (Which you have done in this plan.) It's straight from
Alice in Wonderland where Humpty Dumpty proclaims, "When
I use a word. It means just what I choose it to mean, neither
more nor less." With the freedom supplied by the vagueness,
anyone can become an expert on sustainability. Unfortunately,
the Brundtland definition contains a flaw. It focuses first on the
needs of the present, which have nothing to do with
sustainability, and secondarily it mentions the needs of future
generations which are vital for sustainability. This sets the
stage for intergenerational conflict in which the present

generation wins and future generations lose. We need to
rephrase the Brundtland definition as follows:
SUSTAINABLE DEVELOMENT IS DEVELOPMENT THAT DOES
NOT COMPROMISE THE ABILITY OF FUTURE GENERATIONS TO
MEET THEIR OWN NEEDS
Persons who suggest that sustainability can be achieved
without stopping population growth are misleading themselves
and others. Persons whose actions directly or indirectly cause
increases in population or rates of consumption of resources
are moving society away from sustainability.
Ancient civilizations vanished, in part because they grew too
large and their size exceeded the carrying capacity of the
ecosystems on which they depended for support.
In today's world, technology has given many people the feeling
that, through our own efforts, we are exempt from the cruel
constraints of limiting carrying capacities eventually realized
through the disappearance of ancient civilizations. In other
words, today's society has not learned from the history of
where we have come. Education notwithstanding, civilizations
today show considerable tendency to repeat the mistakes of
earlier civilizations, but on a much larger scale.
OUR ECOLOGICAL FOOTPRINT
The human population, living like we do, (12.6 acres needed
per person) has exceeded the carrying capacity of the Island.
This is not sustainable. And all proposals to save the
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environment or to move towards sustainability are serious
intellectual frauds if they do not advocate reducing population
to sustainable levels at the local, national and Global scale.
72,000 population X 12.6 acres needed per person =907,200
acres needed. This is almost 3 times the size of the Island of
Kauai.

Climate Change---Carbon Footprint
STOP FLYING IF YOU CARE ABOUT CLIMATE CHANGE.

Consider this:
A family of (4) vacation to Hawaii from the West Coast
produces roughly 11 tons of C02. That's the equivalent of
driving a mid-size car 24,000 miles. If you reduce tourism by
(4,000) you reduce our C02 levels by about 11,000 tons.
Some other ways you could save lltons:
1) Have your entire family of (4) eat vegan (locally grown} for
a year and half.
2) Commute by bicycle every day for (4) years.
3) Eliminate sprawl, such as the 550 housing units at Eleele
lluna. An area that as few jobs, which means most all will
have to commute to Lihue or the South shore.
Real change starts with PLANNING ACTION.
We can either use our God-given intelligence, or set back and
wait for the natural systems we depend upon to collapse from
our short-sighted abuse. So, my message to you, our policy

,

makers: understand that nature does not negotiate. You
cannot change the science. We must change our political will.
I think it's intellectually dishonest to talk about saving the
environment, which is Sustainability, without stressing the
obvious fact that stopping population growth is a necessary
condition for saving the environment and achieving
sustainability.
Two Questions:
1) How does this plan resolve the fact that we're over using the
earth's finite resources, and yet excessive consumption is
failing to improve our lives?
2) Can you think of any problem in any area of human endeavor
on any scale, from microscopic to global, whose long-term
solution is in any demonstrable way aided, assisted, or
advanced by further increases in population, locally, nationally,
or globally?

Please remove any reference to sustainability
in this plan, for it's not sustainable.

D

I support this direction.

D

I generally support this, but it's missing:

0

I don't support this direction because:
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Approval of Plan

Before this plan goes for final approval, there should be a cost
analysis done. At build out, this plan could cost the tax payers
anywhere from $564.00 to $896.00 per year in new taxes.
Most of the people on Kauai, myself included, cannot afford
this kind of increase in their taxes. Its only prudent and good
business to understand what the cost of moving forward will
be. No developer would move forward with a project without
knowing the cost/benefit of his project and nether should we.

0
0

I generally support this, but it's missing:

0

I don't support this direction because:

I support this direction.
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As for traffic in and around Kapaa and Wailua.
From the North end of the by-pass at Kuhio Hwy. around to
where it comes back to Kuhio Hwy., and on across the Wailua
river should be two lanes going South. After crossing the river
it should take up the existing cane-hall road two lines going
South all the way to Hanamaulu. This would free up the
existing Kuhio Hwy. to be two lines going North from
Hanamaulu to the North end of Kapaa. This would be the most
cost efficient approach to salving some of our traffic
nightmares'.

General Plan Up-date
4.4.7 East Kauai
First, I believe Kapaa town should stay as a small-town place
type, concentrating growth in and around existing development
along the Kuhio Hwy. rather than at Hokua Place.
The housing area in Kapaa is underutilized and with the right
mix could almost double the population in Kapaa.
The area around Kapaa Middle School should stay Agriculture.
Hauaala Rd. should be closed at Kuhio Hwy. with a new opening
on the by-pass road. Hauaala Rd., up 3 or 4 blocks from the
Hwy. could and should be densified for additional housing near
Kapaa.

As for traffic in and around Kapaa and Wailua.
From the North end of the by-pass at Kuhio Hwy. around to
where it comes back to Kuhio Hwy., and on across the Wailua
river should be two lanes going South. After crossing the river
it should take up the existing cane-hall road two lines going
South all the way to Hanamaulu. This would free up the
existing Kuhio Hwy. to be two lines going North from
Hanamaulu to the North end of Kapaa. This would be the most
cost efficient approach to salving some of our traffic
nightmares'.

0
D

I support this direction.
I generally support this, but it's missing:
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0

I don't support this direction because:
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Kapahi Village Concept
On the attached map, I marked in green the old cannery area.
The red shows area that the following comments are about.
Also included are some aerials of concepts for the village area.
First is a commercial area addition, something like I envision.
Next are aerials of two of Kauai most wonderful housing
projects, Sun Village and Kalapa Village.
Entrance to the Village area would be from Kawaihau Rd. and
Kula Mau'u. It could also open to Kachulua Rd.
The area is completely surrounded by existing development.
The commercial area could be a U shape area running back

from Kawaihau with the grocery store set at the back
side making it accessible from Kawaihau and Kula Mau'u
as well as all the new housing.
A new community center could sit in the center area of
the U, aerial shows a book store.
Restriction would be no chain restaurants, coffee shops
or juice bars. All, would be small local businesses.
The grocery would be a full-on supermarket. Yes, you
heard me, a full-on supermarket with pharmacy.
The Market, Community Center, Post Office or Copy shop
with postal services, and Gas Station would create the

ci>n\W\_e(°e\"'-\ (}\_(~

~Mc.e~-\

synergy to make the Village a vibrant addition to the
community and I believe would relief a lot of traffic on
Kuhio Hwy.... I belief most people in the Kawaihau
District would come to the Village before fighting the
Kuhio Hwy. traffic. Also I strongly believe some people
from the upper Wailua area would find it more
convenient to come to Kapahi Village than to go down on
Kuhio Hwy ..
The Village would also be convenient for many to walk or
bike.
All mail to the Village area, commercial and housing
should go to a central Postal service, public or private.
Again, helping in building the synergy of the Village. This
helps the Post Office and helps make the Village viable.
While Kapaa town and Wailua along Kuhio Hwy. is
primarily tourist oriented, the Village at Kapahi would be
directed towards community a win-win for all.
For the housing a mix of building like Sun Village and
Kalapa Village.
Some of this area sites at a lower level which could
accommodate the (4) story type building of Sun Village,
surrounded by building types as in Kalapa Village.
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The mix in the Sun Village type should include 1, 2, 3
bedrooms The Kalapa units should include studio's, 1,2 &
3 bedrooms. Rental and for sale. Some of the Kala pa
type units could also to three story.
Some people talk about tiny houses as a solution, which
it helps but the right mix of units in multifamily building
is much more effective. Maybe a building or two should
be nothing but small studios to accommodate singles and
the elderly on tight fixed incomes.
I would never ever suggest any of this if the old cannery

building where not there. But they are and we can build
a pond the village at Kapahi that will eliminate traffic on
Kuhio Hwy, increase housing and build a better
community.
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I support this direction.
I generally support this, but it's missing :

I don't support this direction because:

-Kapahi Park

I

..'
The attached map shows Kapahi Park in green. In red, shows
about (4) acres .next to the park that I believe should be
designated as future park area/ expansion in this General Plan
update.
With the increase in population in this area, I strongly believe
now is the time to plan.
We must not wait for someone to come in with building plans
for any of this area.
Also, there must be something put in place that would require
all new development to pay into a fund for PARK EXPANSION
and DEVELOPMENT. This is very important because of the high
cost of land today and it's only going to go up.
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Kauai County Planning Dept.
4444 Rice Street, Suite 473
Lihue, Hawaii 96766

December 16, 2016

Aloha Planning Dept. Staff,
It is with appreciation for your efforts over the last 18 months that we have reviewed
the Discus'sion Draft for the General Plan. In many ways you have made great strides
since the 2000 General Plan particularly in the recognition of the major issues,
representation of the interests of the community, and development of action items.
COMMUNITY ORGANIZED REVIEW OF THE PLAN
As you know, our "unofficial" community group has been working since the release of
the Discussion Draft on November 4 to create 13 working groups to review various
components of the plan. And, as you can imagine, this has required an enormous
amount of coordination, time commitment and reconciling of comments and
recommendations - all from a volunteer crew of dedicated community members.
Today we offer you the body of these recommendations with the qualifier that this
represents our best efforts to date, however, our work is not yet complete.
In general, and in an ideal situation, we would have had the time to develop more
robust recommendations based on a detailed characterization and understanding of
the data, history and root causes of the issues we are addressing, as well as the
solutions we propose. Without this complete and in-depth information and analysis,
with some exceptions, the recommendations are based on the best and most
immediately available information. This is offered to you without the necessary input
and review of technical experts. There has also not been ample time for a full review
of "models of best practice" for which there are many successful examples for every
sector and would allow us to not have to reinvent the wheel or take unnecessary risks.
As such, and as indicated on the cover sheet for each set of recommendations, only 8
out of the 13 working groups have fully completed their work. The remaining groups
would require, and kindly request, an additional 6 weeks to complete their tasks.
This time extension would also allow each of the working groups to align their
recommendations with the new proposed framework, vision, goals and policies set
forth by the "Vision" working group. We hope you will agree this new direction
provides a clearly articulated view of what the future could be for Kauai.
Finally, until each working group's recommendations are complete, we are not able to
reconcile the recommendations between sectors. As we would like to see a more
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integrated approach to this plan, that is still a task yet to be completed.
Recommendations in one sector will likely have an impact on other sectors, whether
positive or negative. As such, this will require some adjustments in the
recommendations. The plan needs to be viewed as an entire integrated and
complementary body of work moving Kauai towards the desired state by 2035.
FURTHER REQUEST TO ENSURE A ROBUST SET OF RECOMMENDATIONS
Many community members, including County Council members and Neighborhood
Associations, believe this process missed some of the essential steps for developing a
new, forward looking plan that ensures a sustainable future for Kauai.
Even with .a time extension requested by the working groups, without a complete
characterization (aka policy paper) on each on the components of the plan, the
recommendations are only as fully developed as is the access to reliable information. It
would actually be in the best interest of developing a new General Plan to have
started the process with these characterizations/policy papers. We feel it is still not
too late to take the time to do so. We urge the Planning Dept. to take this under
consideration. We understand it will require additional time, and possibly funds,
however, it would be a small investment for a plan that is taking us from this
"crossroads" in time onto a clear path forward towards a determined and desired
future that is no longer just the haphazard result of a reactive response to festering
problems from the past.
There are also some issues with the structure and content of the Discussion Draft.
There is no over-riding framework providing a direction for where Kauai wants to go, a
compass if you will for directing us towards a desired future state that all the sectors
can be aligned with. It has also became apparent in working with the 10 sectors in the
Discussion Draft that the content and order of these sectors is not what the working
groups found to be intuitive. Whole sections were missing such as one on the
environment, while some key topical areas were seemingly buried such as education
and health.
Given the above factors, we recommend the Planning Dept. take the bold but
appropriate step of stopping the process to recalibrate. In the end we believe you will
find this requires a very small investment considering the type of return we can expect
to realize in the future.
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE GENERAL PLAN
Last, and most importantly, throughout the review process we have been considering
how to build into the General Plan some key elements that will ensure successful
implementation over the next 15 years.
As you know, Community Development Plan (CDP) Plans and Action Committees offer
a positive and collaborative means for moving forward. The Action Committee
functions as a volunteer working group whose, purpose is to serve as a proactive,
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community based steward of the CDP's implementation by way of providing guidance
and making recommendations to the Planning Director as it pertains to budget
priorities, CDP amendments, General Plan amendments, and program initiatives. This
vehicle could be used for working towards bridging the action items in the Discussion
Draft with CDPs and finding success for the County as a whole, as well as individual
communities, through the creation of collaborative pilot projects made relevant to the
new framework in the General Plan. To cite and recommend potential pilot projects in
the development of the General Plan would move us all towards a greater possibility
for a successful and effective General Plan.
IN CLOSING
Thank you for the opportunity to provide input on the Discussion Draft for the General
Plan. We hope you will seriously consider the enclosed recommendations as a
representation of the best efforts in a very limited amount of time by a segment of the
community to work cooperatively with the Planning Dept. We look forward to working
in partnership with the Planning Dept. in making this the best General Plan possible
and moving Kauai into a new area of proactive accomplishments that support
maintaining and improving the quality of life we all know and desire for Kauai.

Best regards,
Community Organizers:
Laurie Quarton
Sharon & Kip Goodwin
John Moore
Anne Walton
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Kauai County Discussion Draft General Plan

TARGETED APPROACH TO REVIEWING & COMMENTING
The Kauai County Discussion Draft General Plan is 357 pages long. Because most people who would like to
review the document and provide input to the County will find this a lot of material to digest, we are suggesting
you target those areas of greatest interest. This table is intended to provide a quick and easy guide to finding
those areas of interest. Additionally , the table provides some key elements to keep in mind and/or questions to
ask when reviewing each section . And, because we are encouraging an integrated approach to assessing what is
in the document, other components of the plan that are relevant to each part of the plan have also been provided .
We hope you will review your areas of interest with a critical eye, document any suggestions you might have, and
provide them to Kauai County as part of the public record in the hopes they will make it into the Draft General
Plan that will be provided to the Planning Commission .

1.0 BIG PICTURE - SETS FUTURE DIRECTION: Everyone Should Review
D

1.1 Vision and Goals

D 1.2 Policies to Guide
Growth

• Does this provide a clear picture of the
direction we want Kauai to move towards
and the future state of Kauai?
• Does this provide enough specific
guidance and direction that it can serve
as a framework for what we want to
achieve through the actions in each
sector?
• Since managing "growth" appears to be
the theme of this GP, is there a target for
what "growth" should look like articulated
in the vision , goals and policies?

See below

1-6 thru 1-7

See below

1-14 thru 1-18

2.0 ACTIONS BY SECTOR: Select Specific Areas Based on Interest and Expertise
D

• Since managing "growth" seems to be
the theme of this GP, is there a target for
what "growth" should look like for this
sector - what are we aiming for?
• Are the sub-sections under this sector
D Ill. Land Transportation
appropriate and are there any ™?
• How well do the actions support the
1-D_ l_V___C_r-it-ic_a_l_l_n f_r_a_s_
t r_u_c-t u_r_e---<
Vision, Goals, and Policies to Guide
Growth?
• Is there a clear explanation of what the
1-D_ V_ _ S
_ h_a-re_d_ S_p_a_c_e_s_ _ _---J
intended results are of each action item?
• Are there clear indicators so we know if
we're getting results from each action?
• Is there a clear and realistic
D VI. Economy
implementation plan - how and who is
going to get this done?
• Is there a clear indication of
D VII. Heritage Resources
accountability for implementation and
achieving stated results?
• Are the actions innovative and forward
D VIII . Energy Sustainability
thinking?
i-,,,,~-------------1 • What are the implications of the actions
D IX. Public Safety &
in this sector in regards to impacts on
Hazards Resiliency
other sectors?
• Is the structure of this section user
friendly?
D X . Opportunity & Health for
All
D

2-3 thru 2-1 8

I. The Watershed

2-18 thru 2-31

11 . Housing

•
•
•
•
•
•

Summary of Goals &
Sectors (pg. 2-2)
Vision and Goals (pgs. 16thru1-7)
Policies to Guide Growth
(pgs. 1-14 thru 1-18)
Future Land Use (pgs. 4-5
thru 4-22)
Policy Maps (pgs. 5-3 thru
5--41 )
Appendix D - Growth
Trends and Projections
(pg. D-1 )

3.0 IMPLEMENTATION & MONITORING: Select Based on Interest and Expertise

2-32 thru 2-42
2-43 thru 2-52

2-53 thru 2-61

2-62 thru 2-77
2-78 thru 2-85

2-86 thru 2-92

2-93 th ru 2-104
2-105 thru 2-113

D

Implementing & Monitoring

•
•
•
•

•

.
.
.

Since managing ·growth" appears to be
the theme of this GP, is there a lfil9fil for
what "growth" should look like for this
sector - what are we aiming for?
Is there a clear explanation of what the
intended results are of each action item?
Have indicators been identified so we
know if we're getting results from each
action?
Is there a clear and realistic
imi;ilementation timeline with incremental
milestones to be achieveg?
Is there a clear indication of
2ccountability for imi;ilementatioo and
achieving stated results?

.
.

3-1 thru 3-5
Summary of Goals &
Sectors (pg. 2-2)
Vision and Goals (pgs. 16 thru 1-7)
Policies to Guide Growth
(pgs. 1-14 thru 1-18)

4.0 FUTURE LAND USE: Everyone Should Review; Communities Review Place Types a"'ld Change
Summary of Goals &
4-5 thru 4-22
D 4.1-4.3 Kauai-wide Future • What are the data sources and do they
Land-Use

•
•
•

D 4.4 Planning District
Visions, Goals, Policies, and
Actions

seem sound?
Is the rationale for growth i;iroj~Q!ions,
sui;ii;ily and demand reguirem~nts
S!.!i;rnorted by the data?
Has sprawl been soundly agdressed?
Is the need for these changes supported
by all of the above?

.
.

.

~.O

POLICY MAPS: Everyone Should Rewew
• Are the maps consistent with the
D 5.1-5.7 Sector Maps

•

•
•
•
1; '-: :_, -
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proposed actions for each sector
Are the changes made between the old
maps (2020 GP) and the new proposed
maps easy to decii;iher?
Has sprawl been soundly addressed?
Is the need for these changes sui;iported
by all of the above?
What are the implications of these map
changes on other sectors or
• • h ?
-

-

·-

..

•
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Sectors (pg. 2-2)
Vision and Goals (pgs. 16 thru 1-7)
Policies to Guide Growth
(pgs. 1-14 thru 1-18)
Appendix D - Growth
Trends and Projections
(pg. 0-1)
Policy Maps (pgs. 5-3 thru
5-41)

Summary of Goals &
Sectors (pg. 2-2)
Vision and Goals (pgs. 16 thru 1-7)
Policies to Guide Growth
(pgs. 1-14 thru 1-18)
Actions by Sector (pgs . 23 thru 2-113)

- .. ,_ .
. ..._ ... - -

4-23 thru 4-61

5-3 thru 5-41
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RECOMMENDED STRUCTURAL MODEL FOR THE KAUAI COUNTY GENERAL PLAN

5. TARGETS

1. DETERMINE
THE MODEL

Examples:

This becomes the
architecture of Hie plan
and sets the course for the
next 15 years.

Currently used to
pro vide guidance.
This creates an

Example:

opportunity for
ambiguity and
Interpretation.
Policy language
should be crafted
to function as
criteria. As such,
every action
(whether under the

GREEN GROWTH MODEL
"Means fostering economic
growth and development while
ensuring that natural assets
continue to provide fhe
resources and environmental
services on which our
well-being relies".

10 sectors.

proposed land use
or chcmge to a
code) would have
to meet all 20
policies. Decisions
would become
more black and
white based on
whether they
support the "Green
Growth" Model
and it's policies.

2. VISION
What the Green Growth Model
looks and feels like when
specifically app lied to Kauai

3. GOALS
The pillars through which the vision
will be realized (e.g. sustainability,
stewardship, health & resiliency, and
opportunity)

\..

v

..I

Foundation for the General Plan Model, Vision and goals All
Reinforce Each Other

a

\..

v

Sets the Standard for What Is
Acceptable and What Is Not in
Regards to All County Decisions

AGRICULTURE
303 of food is grown
and consumed on
island

WATERSHEDS
853 maintained or
restored with natural
functioning hydrology

INFRASTRUCTURE
953 of needed
capacity maintained
at all times

TRANSPORTATION
303 increase in multimodal opportunities;
303 reduction in
contribution to green
house gases

6. ACTIONS

7. MONITORING
& EVALUATION

• Each action in the
GP needs to directly
support the realization
of the target it
corresponds to

Two aspects will be
monitored:
1.

• The actions will be
prioritized according
to how directly they
will contribute to
meeting the target

2. Are we getting the
anticipated results
from the actions
(including milestones)?

• Responsibility for
each action will be
assigned to a specific
entity
• Implementation of
actions will be paced
out against a timellne
• Each action will
have a corresponding
short, mid and longterm milestone
{expected result)
associated with It

Develop Indicators As
Measures of Succ ess
Determine Who Does
the Monitoring & What
Frequency

\

-I

Communicate Results

\..._---------------Y'"---------------~
Informed by the Green Growth
Model, Vision, Goals and Polley =
Set-up for Results-based Actions

Have the actions in
the GP actually
been implemented?

Evaluate Results and
Establish Criteria for
Adapting Plan as
Needed

\..

v

Ensures Anticipated "Green
Growth" Results are Realized QI a
Timely Course Correction is Made

Build the model incrementally from left to right; test the model by reading it both directions to see if all components support each other.

Template for Evaluating Components of the Discussion Draft General Plan
for the County of Kauai
This template was designed to build an incremental approach to building a sound set of results-based activities for the
Kauai County General Plan. It was also thought that if we use a common model amongst the working groups that are
evaluating the sectors of the Discussion Draft General Plan, that it would be easier to compare recommendations and
to take a more integrated approach to our compiling our recommendations for the Planning Dept. However, please
note that by no means is a requirement to use this template.

SectororComponentof Plan: _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
Sub-section (if applicable):---------------- - -- - - - - - - I. BUILDING A SOLID FOUNDATION

a. Describe the

issu~,

problem or need based on the current situation (why this needs to be addressed) :

b. Describe the ideal future state (aka goal, big picture) specific to this sector or component of plan:

c. Describe the target state (sometimes called objectives) - what you want to ultimately achieve by 2035 in specific, clear
and measurable terms:

II. DEVELOPING RESULTS-BASED ACTIONS

a. Describe 3 "whys" the current situation exists (or challenges to achieving the ideal future state - these may serve as
points of intervention that will make up the actions by sector):
1.
2.
3.

.

..

..

..
..

..
..

.
.

b. Describe the interventions (actions) that should be taken in order to achieve your target state (specific to each of the 3
"whys").
1. D Does this come from the plan?
2. DDoes this come from the plan?
3. DDoes this come from the plan?
DHas it been modified from the plan?
DHas it been modified from the plan?
DHas it been modified from the plan?
Dis this a new idea?
Dis this a new idea?
Dis this a new idea?

c. Who might the implementing partner(s) be for each intervention (action):
1.
2.

3.

d. Assumptions - what makes you think these actions will address the 3 "whys":
2.
1.

3.

.....

.....

.....

e. What are the incremental results or change factors you expect to take place:
1. Short-term Outcome:
1. Short-term Outcome:

1. Short-term Outcome:

2. Mid-term Outcome:

2. Mid-term Outcome:

2. Mid-term Outcome:

3.Long-term Outcome:

3. Long-term Outcome:

3. Long-term Outcome:

.....

.....

.....

Ill. EVALUATING RESULTS
a. What will you use as an indicator of change so you will know if you are getting the anticipated results from your actions
(meeting your target state in section I.e.)?
2.
3.
1.

.....

.....

.....

IV. INTEGRATION ACROSS SECTORS
a. What other sectors will be impacted (negatively or positively) by your proposed actions?

1.

2.

3.

--

Recommendations From Community Working Groups on the
DISCUSSION DRAFT FOR THE GENERAL PLAN

Sector:

Sub-sector(s):

Housing

Affordable Housing
Agricultural Worker Housing

Working Group Stats:

5 people and multiple consults with Housing Commission, Planning Dept., County Council
members, Habitat for Humanity, realtors, and participation in over a year's meeting with
Mayor's Affordable Housing Advisory Committee.
Status if Recommendation:

I

D Complete
Requires More Time to Detail Recommendations
D Requires Policy Paper D Requires Technical Working Group
Notes to County on Status of This Recommendation:

Requires 6 weeks more time to complete recommendations.

Level of Support at Community Meeting:
D Unanimous

I

Majority (99%+-) D Abstainers D Against the Recommendation

Additional Considerations as Part of the Overall Recommendations:

Use best practices in all sectors.
The focus of this section is for both affordable houses for purchase and rentals.
If you can't afford to rent, you can't afford to buy, so people leave the island. Vancouver
8. C. passed a law that if a house is empty for more than 2 months, then the owner if fined.
The focus should be on financing.
Should consider affordable infrastructure (e.g. waste water systems - no pipes in, no
pipes out).
Hawaiian Homelands is building housing for $250K instead of $450K.
Comments Worth Noting Outside of Recommendation:

Additional Attachments:

Overview Evaluation of Suggested Additions to the Housing Component
of the General Plan Update Discussion Draft (GPU-DD) for the County of Kauai
This template was designed to build an incremental approach to building a sound set of results-based activities for the
Kauai County General Plan. It was also thought that if we use a common model amongst the working groups that are
evaluating the sectors of the Discussion Draft General Plan, that it would be easier to compare recommendations and
to take a more integrated approach to our compiling our recommendations for the Planning Dept. However, please
note that by no means is it a requirement to use this template.
The information below is not necessarily complete, accurate or reflecting the fuJI range of conditions or action steps to
improvement of conditions on Kauai. This is only intended to be an example of hov,; one alternative not covered in the
GPU-DD may help to improve several issues and goals described in the GPU-DD. Further discussion of suggested
solutions is encouraged and welcomed.

Sector or Component of Plan:
Housing
Sub-section (if applicable):
1) Affordable Housing, and 2) Agricultural Worker Housing, but applicable to all sub-sections of
Housing and interacts with all other Sectors. Nothing exists in isolation - we live in a highly
interactive and hopefully synergistic world where each action not only improves its own specific
goals, but also supports improvement in all sectors island-wide.

Due to limited time and resources to prepare this summary, it will address only two of the eight
sub-sectors under the Housing sector and only one new alternative approach to Housing. There
are many others that interact synergistically that should be detailed later if more time is
available. The new approach that has been used elsewhere to great benefit is sustainable tiny
house communities. Housing units can be provided for as little at $10,000 per unit, in optimal
applications with full and creative collaboration between local non-profits and government.
Typical commercial prices range from $20,000 to $50,000 per unit, with high end luxury units
selling for $100,000 or more. But compare even that high end with typical housing prices on
Kauai: the County considers "affordable" unit cost to be $450,000. Habitat for Humanity
provides their version of 2-3 bedroom affordable housing for $200,000 to $250,000. Using tiny
houses would provide 5 to 10 times as many housing units for the same financial costs and less
land use as current "affordable" housing efforts on Kauai. Tiny houses can be used for
everything from in-fill to communities of only tiny houses or as art of the mix of housing types
and affordability levels in communities of various sizes.

As a brief example, consider tiny house communities applied to two of the eight sub-sections
listed in the Housing sector of the draft GPU: 1) Affordable Housing in general and 2)
Agricultural Worker Housing. However, all sub-sections can be positively impacted by this new

alternative and related principles and actions. For easy reference and to keep in mind for
application of this alternative, the eight sub-sectors are: A: Affordable Housing, B: Infill Housing,
C: New Communities, D: Agricultural Worker Housing, E: Hawaiian Homesteads Lands, F: Elderly

& Assisted Living Housing and Facilities, G: The Houseless Population, H: Impact of Resort Uses
on Housing Inventory

I. BUILDING A SOLID FOUNDATION

a. Describe the issue, problem or need based on the current situation (why this needs to be addressed):
Current condition: There is a long-standing and increasing housing shortage, particularly affordable housing for
the Kauai resident population. Affordable housing was listed as one of the top priorities in the 2000 Kauai
General Plan as well as local neighborhood association plans. However, in the 15 years since 2000, the
affordable housing situation has become worse, not better; Kauai has actually lost affordable housing stock.
There is an immediate shortage of at least 1,500 affordable housing units, and conservative projections that
over 7,000 additional affordable units are needed over the next 15 years.
Why this matters: Housing is one of the basic needs for survival. Affordable housing is essential for quality of
life. Due to the lack of affordable housing, even people born on Kauai and long-time residents struggle to
remain on Kauai, and many leave, unable to return even if they want to come back to their home island. This
produces many adverse consequences. Detailed elsewhere, but time and space do not allow an even partial list
here. There is a growing divide between the "haves" and the "have-nots" and this is detrimental and even
dangerous to any society.
b. Describe the ideal future state (aka goal, big picture) specific to this sector or component of plan:
Affordable housing becomes readily available to all income levels, and in all inhabited geographic areas of Kauai.
While further concentration of population growth in "urban cores" is part of the solution - and already covered
in the GPU-DD - a comprehensive affordable housing solution must also serve the needs of people who prefer
other lifestyles and locations.
Affordable Tiny House Communities:
As one of many examples, this overview briefly describes one possible housing and community alternative for
those who desire a more rural environment, implemented as "ag-based self-sustainable and resilient
communities." In particular, this can meet the needs and desires of farmers and other "ag-based" workers and
their families, including "aging in place" from keiki to kapuna.
Affordable, Self-Reliant, Resilient and Sustainable Housing and Communities:
All new housing and communities I developments are built - and existing housing is rehabbed or retrofitted - for
self-reliant and resilient sustainability with as much local materials and labor as possible. New affordable
housing and communities are designed, built and operated for permanent affordability and use of locally
renewable resources for food, energy, and transportation as an integral part of affordability.
A principle design and build goal of "Sustainable Communities" is "no pipes in, no pipes out" and "walk to work
and services" ("no pipes in or out" means on-site water, sewage, waste, and energy). Individual buildings,
neighborhoods and communities meet the "Living Building Challenge 2.0" goals and standards or better as they
evolve, and as amended for local conditions and as updated for then current "best practices." Best practices
from around the world are reviewed annually, and encouraged for use. The powers of State and County
government per 201H and similar legislation are actively promoted and used to streamline the process, time,
and expense of deployment approval, construction, and on-going operation and maintenace. To quote from
the Hawaii Housing Finance.and Development Corporation (HHFDC) website (HHFDC is an agency of the Hawaii
State government) :

"The 201H expedited processing tool provides for greater design flexibility and cost savings for
affordable housing projects. The HHFDC establishes its affordability threshold for projects as those
projects that primarily are affordable to households with incomes at or below 140% of area
median income. County governments have similar powers, and county governments establish their
own affordability threshold criteria, which differ from the state's affordability level of serving
households with incomes at or below 140%.

c. Describe the target state (sometimes called objectives) -what you want to ultimately achieve by 2035 in specific, clear
and measurable terms:
By 2025 (10 years before the usual 20-year time-frame of 2035!), 105% to-110% of affordable housing needs are metboth rental and owner occupied -for all income levels and for all inhabited geographic regions of Kauai. 5-10% "vacancy" is
necessary to eliminate a "tight" housing market.
"Affordable Housing" includes not just the cost of the house, but all components of "affordable living" such as food,
energy. and transportation costs.

1. The development process is long,

unpredictable (i.e. risky), and
expensive. This discourages many
developers, and in effect requires
more expensive housing to offset
the expenses and risks, and favors
large builders over small local
builders and families. (this is just a
sample due to limited time to
prepare this overview)
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. 1. DDoes this come from the plan?
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1s this a modified version of
what is in the plan? Dis this a new
idea?
Implement recommendations in
the GPU-DD to streamline the
development approval process.
Continue to streamline the process
and support affordable housing
developers until new projects are
approved in 1 year or less and the
affordable housing needs are met
and exceeded. Quarterly progress
reports and revised action plans to
achieve consistent progress to·
goals. (this is just a sample due to
limited time to prepare this

2. Housing types and locations are
limited due to regulations such as
building codes and zoning. limited
supply drives up prices.
"Affordable" must be defined and
implemented to be truly affordable
without ongoing subsidies, and
include all the essential costs of
living such as food, energy, and
transportation. (this is just a
sample due to limited time to
prepare this overview)

3. High demand from non-local
buyers who have large financial
and legal resources to get what
they want drives up prices for land
and housing, and in effect "pushes
out" many local residents. (this is
just a sample due to limited time to
prepare this overview)

2. DDoes this come from the plan?
is this a modified version of
what is in the plan? Dis this a new
idea?
Allow "best practices" from around
the country and the world to be
tried as /(demo"/ "experimenta/ 11
projects and then actively
promoted and supported for "rollout" across the County. The lack of
Affordable Housing is a crisis and
must be treated as such on all
levels of government and the
community. (this is just a sample
due to limited time to prepare this
overview)

3. DDoes this come from the plan?
D Is this a modified version of
what is in the plan? l1s this a new
idea?
Place additional "impact fees" on
all developments other than
affordable housing and related
support services. Place additional
tax on residential property sales to
non-residents (as has been done in
Vancouver, BC, Canada).
Implement and annually revise
other actions and objective
measurements of progress from all
policies related to housing (a
general principle for all sectors).
(this is just a sample due to limited
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1. Planning, Zoning, Building, Public
works, i.e. all County government
acting together in a coordinated,
expedited, and synergic manner.
(this is just a sample due to limited
time to prepare this overview)

2. Planning, Zoning, Building, Public
works, i.e. all County government
acting together in a coordinated,
expedited, and synergic manner.
(this is just a sample due to limited
time to prepare this overview)

3. Planning, Zoning, Building, Public
works, i.e. all County government
acting together in a coordinated,
expedited, and synergic manner.
(this is just a sample due to limited
time to prepare this overview)

1. Short-term Outcome:
By 2020, the current shortage of
affordable housing, approximately
2,000 new units have been built
and occupied, and new affordable
projects are "in the pipeline" and
making stead and publically
documented progress to meet the
ongoing affordable housing needs.
(this is just a sample due to limited
time to prepare this overview)
2. Mid-term Outcome:
By 2022, new affordable projects
are being approved and
construction underway to meet
ongoing needs. (this is just a
sample due to limited time to
prepare this overview)

1. Short-term Outcome:
By 2020, the current shortage of
affordable housing, approximately
2,000 new units have been built
and occupied, and new affordable
projects are "in the pipeline" and
making stead and publically
documented progress to meet the
ongoing affordable housing needs
(this is just a sample due to limited
time to prepare this overview)
2. Mid-term Outcome:
By 2022, new affordable projects
are being approved and
construction underway to meet
ongoing needs. (this is just a
sample due to limited time to
prepare this overview)

1. Short-term Outcome:
By 2020, the current shortage of
affordable housing, approximately
2,000 new units have been built
and occupied, and new affordable
projects are "in the pipeline" and
making stead and publically
documented progress to meet the
ongoing affordable housing needs.
(this is just a sample due to limited
time to prepare this overview)
2. Mid-term Outcome:
By 2022, new affordable projects
are being approved and
construction underway to meet
ongoing needs. (this is just a
sample due to limited time to
prepare this overview)

3.Long-term Outcome:
By 2027, there is healthy market
surplus of affordable housing of all
types and income levels across the
inhabited regions of Kauai. (this is
just a sample due to limited time to

3. Long-term Outcome:
By 2027, there is healthy market
surplus of affordable housing of all
types and income levels across the
inhabited regions of Kauai. (this is
just a sample due to limited time to

3. Long-term Outcome:
By 2027, there is healthy market
surplus of affordable housing of all
types and income levels across the
inhabited regions of Kauai. (this is
just a sample due to limited time to
prepare this overview)
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1. Quarterly and Annual
objectively measured and publically
reported increase in the affordable
housing supply until there is a
steady state of healthy market
surplus in supply across all of.Kauai,
regardless of income, location,
culture, etc .. (this is just a sample

2. Quarterly and Annual objectively
measured and publically reported
increase in the affordable housing
supply until there is a steady state
of healthy market surplus in supply
across all of Kauai, regardless of
income, location, culture, etc ..
(this is just a sample due to limited

3. Quarterly and Annual objectively
measured and publically reported
increase in the affordable housing
supply until there is a steady state
of healthy market surplus in supply
across all of Kauai, regardless of
income, location, culture, etc..
(this is just a sample due to limited

due to limited time to prepare this
overview)

time to prepare this overview)

be a comprehensive, expedited,
and synergistic effort and
objectively measured progress
reported quarterly and annually to
the public (this is just a sample
due to limited time to prepare this
overview)

be a comprehensive, expedited,
and synergistic effort and
objectively measured progress
reported quarterly and annually to
the public. (this is just a sample
due to limited time to prepare this
overview)

time to prepare this overview)

3. All sectors interact. There must
be a comprehensive, expedited,
and synergistic effort and
objectively measured progress
reported quarterly and annually to
the public. (this is just a sample
due to limited time to prepare this
overview)

Recommendations From Community Working Groups on the
DISCUSSION DRAFT FOR THE GENERAL PLAN
Sector:

Sub-sector(s):

Economy

Tourism

Working Group Stats:

8 people participated in the process, met virtually and reviewed 3 drafts, email
discussions resulted in support from 6 of the 8 people
Status of Recommendation:

I

Complete D Requires More Time to Detail Recommendations
D Requires Policy Paper D Requires Technical Working Group
Notes to County on Status of This Recommendation:

Level of Support at Community Meeting:

D Unanimous

I

Majority (95%+-) D Abstainers D Against the Recommendation

Additional Considerations as Part of the Overall Recommendations:

Dropping temporary vacation rentals is not contributing to more rentals.
Caution about raising tourism wealth level (through fines and taxes) as it will just increase
the number of people who will move here.
County could increase TAT and retain revenues on Kauai.
Agro tourism (agricultural lands) should produce most of it's income from straight ag.
Keep ag tourism within VOA and don't let it affect ag lands, should not be subject to
abuse.
Question on whether this set of recommendations will work due t lack of regional
Planning.
Comments Worth Noting Outside of Recommendation:

Received last minute communication from the ag group on 12115116 that they cannot
support some of the recommendations in this plan regarding prohibiting ag tourism.

Additional Attachments:

12/12/16 Draft

Recommendations Regarding the Draft General Plan's Treatment of Tourism

I. Summary
Although the November 2016 Draft of the General Plan ("Draft") acknowledges that the
public is very concerned about the impacts of uncontrolled growth in tourism, and
proposes some steps to contain future approvals of tourism development to the existing
Visitor Destination Areas, the Draft to a very large extent does not acknowledge the
extent of the problem, nor does it propose sufficient solutions to the problem.

II. Background
The Draft admits that residents have many concerns about the past and future expansion
of the tourism industry. It acknowledges some of the adverse impacts resulting from the
expansion of the tourism industry. It acknowledges that Kauai's heavy reliance on the
visitor industry is threat to resilience .
The Draft claims that its "policies and action support renewal, rather than expansion, in
the visitor industry." But in reality, the Draft proposes no policies that contemplate
throttling down, to an acceptable level, the expansion of a tourism industry that is fueled
by both external-to-Kauai market demand and the government's tourism promotion
efforts. The Draft proposes no actions to proactively manage tourism growth to a
desirable level. Nor does the Draft even attempt to define what that desirable level might
be. Rather, the Draft's policies and actions are reactive. Their focus remains, as it has
been for many years, on how to accommodate all of the tourism growth that is gen.erated
by external markets, encouraged by the coordinated efforts and policies of county
government, state government and the Hawaii Tourism Authority.
The discussion on the very first page of the Draft clearly foretells the Draft's defeatism on
the matter of growth management. The heading of the discussion says it all: "Growth is
happening, whether we like it or nof'. The discussion relies on red herrings ("limiting the
right to travel," and "allowing only one child per household") to dismiss without serious
discussion the notion that County policies and actions - which clearly can be used to incite
tourism growth - can also be effectively used to reduce tourism growth to more-desirable,
manageable levels. The consequence is that the Draft's entire approach to "growth
management" is one of reacting to, encouraging and accommodating growth, rather than
actively managing growth down to the level that best meets the needs of Kauai's residents.

Ill. The Draft General Plan's statements regarding the existing and projected levels
of tourism understate the impacts of tourism.
1. The statement that "Kaua'i has an average daily visitor census (ADVC) of 22,000
visitors, enough to increase Kauai's population by as much as 22 percent on any
given day" (Page 2-64) is incorrect.
• The 2015 Average Daily Visitor Census (ADVC) was 24,388, 1 and the 2015 Kauai
population was approximately 71 ,000.2 Therefore, in 2015, the ADVC increased
the Kauai population by an average of 34% (not 22%) "on any given day."
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February 29, 2016 presentation by Sue Kanoho to Community Advisory Committee
Draft General Plan, Appendix D, Table 2

• However, even that statement is misleading regarding the impact on residents. For
one-third of the year (during the 4 peak months of the year), the ADVC is 10% - 15%
higher than the annual average ADVC.3 Therefore, for much of the year, the ADVC
increases Kauai's population by 37% - 39%, and even more on the peak days of
those months.
A more accurate and meaningful statement regarding the current state of tourism on
Kauai is that the tourist population increases Kauai's population "by 34% on average, and
by 40% or more during peak periods." This impact is almost twice the 22% claimed on
page 2-64. (It is also a visitor-to-resident ratio that is identical to Maui's visitor-to-resident
ratio, and we note that Maui is a model that Kauai's residents have long sought to
4
avoid.} .
2. The Draft claims that "the County's projections do not foresee a drastic expansion of
the visitor population over the long t.erm" (Page 2-64).
This tourism growth projection is unrealistically low. It ignores the historical growth
data for the past 5 years, and it cloaks the true magnitude of Kauai's tourism growth
management problem .
• The General Plan's Socio-Economic Analysis & Forecasts document (February
2016) projects a 36% increase in ADVC for the 25 year period of 2010 to 2035. 5
(VVe note that even this projection is very likely too low, as it is based on the
assumption that the average Length of Stay (LOS) will drop by 10% from the 20132015 levels, to a low level that has not been seen since 2007.)
• But the DBEDT data for 2010-2015 indicate that Kauai's ADVC increased by 25%
6
between 2010 and 2015. For the General Plan's 36% tourism increase between
201 O and 2035 to be correct, the increase for the remaining 20 years (2015 to
2035) would have to be only 8.5%. That is just 0.4% per year. 7
The fundamental assumption in the Draft regarding the growth of tourism (and therefore
the growth of its impacts) over the next 20 years is that the tourism growth rate will
plummet to just one-eleventh of the rate that Kauai has experienced for the past 5 years.
(Stated another way: the General Plan predicts that total growth in tourism over the next
20 years will be no more than Kauai has experienced over just the past 2 years.)
Clearly, the unrealistic tourism growth forecast used in the Draft conceals the magnitude
of the problem and gives the incorrect impression that there is no need for strong growth
management measures. Now, even the additional 8.5% increase in tourism predicted by
the Draft would have significant negative impacts, given that infrastructure is already
beyond capacity and over-crowding at beach parks and other places is already
threatening Kauai's character and quality of life. But the Draft truly "bets the bank" on
that 8.5% increase over the next 20 years: in adopting this small projected increase, not
only does the Draft conclude that there is therefore no need for any policies to manage

3
4

5
6

7

DBEDT
We also note that for heavily-touristed rural parts of the island with lower population densities,
such as Kauai's north shore, the visitor-to-resident ratio is far, far greater than 40%.
Draft General Plan, Page 37: 2010 ADVC = 19,548, 2035 ADVC = 26 ,589.
DBEDT and Sue Kanoho January 31 , 2016 memo to Community Advisory Committee
Put another way: if the 36% increase in tourism over the 25 years from 2010-2035 is correct, the
level of tourism that Kauai experienced in 2015 should not have been seen until roughly 2027.
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the amount of growth; the Draft also offers no plan for what to do when tourism growth
very likely exceeds that forecast.
At a minimum, if growth exceeds the very unlikely forecast of 0.4% per year, a set of
growth management actions should be triggered in order to reduce the growth rate to a
sustainable, desirable level (or at least to no more than the Draft's predicted 0.4% per
year level.)
3. The statement that "the desirable range for visitors is between 23,000 and 25,000 per
day, a range that shouldn't be exceeded until about 2030 based on projections"
(Page 2-64) is also incorrect.
• As noted earlier, tourism currently increases Kauai's de facto population by 35%40% for a third of the year. Based on the current levels of overcrowding at beaches
and parks, and based on the traffic congestion caused by that 35%-40% increase,
few residents would agree with the tourism industry's assertion that "the desirable
range for visitors is between 23,000 and 25,000 per day."
• But even if 23,000-25,000 tourists per day was "desirable", the high-end of this socalled "desirable range" is routinely exceeded today. In 2015 (when the ADVC was
24,388 averaged over the year) , DBEDT statistics show that ADVC exceeded
27,300 for four months of that year. And assuming an annual tourism growth rate
just 1% Uust one-fifth of the growth rate experienced over the past five years), by
2018 the 25,000 high-end of the "desirable range" would be exceeded during seven
months of the year. So there is no foundation for the claim that the impacts of
tourism should be acceptable "until about 2030."

IV. The Draft General Plan's prescription for managing tourism growth: businessas-usual.
The Draft proposes no policies and no actions to attempt to manage tourism growth to
desirable, manageable or sustainable levels.
1. "The policy of the General Plan [with regard to tourism] is to uphold Kaua'i as a
unique visitor destination by focusing on revitalization and limiting new resort growth
to existing Visitor Destination Areas." (Page 2-64)
• Notably, this policy does not speak to managing or limiting the amount of tourism
growth; it only refers to the location of future tourist accommodations .
• Per a February 29, 2016 Planning Department presentation to the General Plan
Community Advisory Committee, there are more than 3, 700 potential new tourist
units (approved, in the pipeline, or with resort zoning in the Visitor Destination Areas
(VDAs)). Compared to an existing base of roughly 9,000 units, that constitutes a
41 % increase, which would support a comparable increase in ADVC. So limiting
resort growth to the existing VDAs would impose no constraints on tourism growth
over the next 20 years.
2. The essence of the Draft's five tourism-related "Permitting Actions and Code
Changes" (Page 2-66) is to focus new resort development within the existing VDAs which of course, has been the policy in the Comprehensive Zoning Ordinance for
decades. Thes·e actions are positive steps, and we support them, as well as related
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recommendations in Table 4-4 ; but they would have very little impact on reigning in
the amount of tourism growth:
• They call for no expansion of the existing VDAs or resort zones; but that will not
result in much change, as there are more than 3, 700 unbuilt visitor units in those
areas; so these actions propose no serious limitations on growth (especially under
the 8.5% 20-year tourism growth forecast upon which the Draft is built) .
• Rather than tying the approval of any additional resort units in the VDAs to the
adequacy of infrastructure and the mitigation/acceptability of impacts, the policies
would allow future resort units in the VDAs to be approved and permitted just as
they have been in the past, with no additional conditions .
• Instead of proposing that no more resorts be approved unless infrastructure is
adequate and all environmental and quality of life impacts are acceptable, the Draft
proposes growth-inducing measures that would encourage even more tourism,
such as calling for the expansion of the Princeville Airport .
• While the proposed actions would "focus" visitor services and facilities in the VDAs,
nowhere does the Draft state that such services and facilities should not be
approved outside the VDAs. The Draft does not propose that no future permits be
issued for the creation of tourist attractions and facilities on Agriculture-zoned lands,
Open-zoned lands, or public spaces; nor does it propose that no future permits be
issued for more tourist-serving souvenir stores in Neighborhood Commercial areas.
3. The remaining "Partnership Needs" and "Projects" all focus. on accommodating and
facilitating whatever level of tourism growth the international tourism market
demands, rather than preventing unacceptable increases in tourism growth from
occurring.
The Draft proposes no policies, no targets, and no actions to try to keep tourism growth
to a desirable, manageable, sustainable level. Instead, the Draft's strategy is to widen
Kuhio Highway and expand the bus system. But excessive tourism's impacts on
crowding and lack of parking at beach parks, tourism's growth-induced housing impacts,
the tourism mono-economy's impacts on resilience, etc., are entirely ignored.
The Draft's tourism "growth management" policies and actions simply call for
accommod~tion to all external market demand. They do not have the potential to reduce
growth; they do not provide any mechanism to respond when the Draft's very-unlikely 0.4%
tourism growth per year projection is exceeded; and they therefore do not reflect
"sustainability. n

V. Recommended changes to the Draft General Plan in regard to Tourism
First: the Draft should be revised to acknowledge the many harmful impacts of excessive
growth in the tourism sector: continued growth in that sector will increase infrastructure
stress; traffic; gridlock; over-crowding of beaches and parks; strains on fire, police, EMT
and rescue services; noise; community disruption; loss of Kauai's rural character; and
decreases in of both residents' quality of life and visitors' experience of Kauai.
Second: The important data problems noted in Section Ill of these comments need to be
addressed. Until the magnitude of the problem is clearly stated, the urgency of the need
for meaningful growth management policies and actions will not be understood.
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Third: the General Plan needs to adopt the perspective that the County of Kauai will be
proactive, not reactive, in addressing the tourism growth management problem. Just as
County policies can encourage desirable growth, County policies can be adopted to
discourage undesirable growth. Instead of accepting DBEDT tourism growth forecasts as
immutable facts and then trying to accommodate that growth, the General Plan should
adopt the position that County government will use all measures at its disposal to prevent
tourism growth from exceeding a desirable level.
Fourth: the General Plan should adopt within its "Vision and Goals" the statement that
tourism-related development should be limited to a level that does not exceed Kauai's
infrastructure capacity, does not threaten Kauai's rural character, and does not degrade
residents' quality of life.
Fifth: the General Plan should establish a "not-to-exceed" target for growth of tourism.
The maximum acceptable level of tourism should be such that it does not exceed the
capacity of infrastructure, does not threaten Kauai's communities and rural character, and
does not diminish the quality of life of residents. The target should be no greater than the
2016 ADVC, for the following reasons .
• If one takes the Draft's forecasts at face value: Kauai's population growth is projected
to total 31% between 2010 and 2035 (Page D-6), with part of that 31% attributable to
excessive growth in the tourism sector that creates excess job demand that attracts
more residents (i.e., some of the 31% growth forecast is growth that would probably
not materialize if tourism growth was capped). 8 Therefore, the 25% growth in tourism
experienced between 2010 and 2015, to which 2016's and 2017's additional growth
in tourism (i.e., prior to the adoption of the new General Plan) can be added, should
be more than sufficient to meet Kauai's employment needs through 2035.
• But it is also arguable that the growth target should be substantially less than the
2016 ADVC: traffic congestion - much of it directly attributable to the 25% increase in
ADVC that Kauai has experienced between 201 O and 2015 - is already intolerable,
not just in the Kapaa-Wailua corridor, but at locations such as Route 560 in Hanalei
Valley; Kauai's rural character is already being undermined by excessive crowding at
parks and beaches; residents' quality of life is clearly already under siege as they can
no longer find places to park at parks and beaches; and Kauai's economic resilience
has already been further undermined by its ever-increasing dependence on the
tourism mono-economy.
For these reasons, the "not-to-exceed" ADVC target for tourism that should be adopted in
the General Plan through the year 2035 should be something less than the current (2016)
ADVC; but it should most certainly be no greater than the current ADVC.
8

"Job forecasts were generally higher than for population or housing units and suggest a slightly
higher rate of [population] growth for Kaua'i (perhaps 1.1 percent per year) would be needed to
supplv the emplovment for new jobs. Another mechanism for reaching that level of growth
would be an increase in net migration. We might reasonably assume that new jobs would be
filled by a lessening of the outflow of younger Kaua'i residents and more in-migration among job
seekers from other Hawai'i counties and areas outside the State." (General Plan SocioEconomic Analysis & Forecasts, April 2014, Page 2). In other words: excessive growth in the
tourism sector is creating the need for more residents, rather than simply meeting the needs of
residents.
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Sixth: the General Plan should rewrite the Draft's Policy 10 (Page 1-16), Policy 1 (Page
1-14), and the tourism policy statement (Page 2-64) as follows :
Uphold Kaua'i as an Unique Visitor Destination
"Protect the identity of Kauai's visitor industry by focusing on revitalization and limiting
new resort growth only to existing Visitor Destination Areas. Rech:Joe visitors' impaols
on infrastrnot1:1re and oomm1:JRities. Protect Kauai's communities and rural
character, and residents' quality of life, by discouraging any increase in the
Average Daily Visitor Census beyond its current (2016) level."

Manage Growth to Preserve Rural Character
"Presetve Kauai's rural character by limiting the supply of developable land to an
amount adequate for future needs. Prohibit development not adjacent to towns.
Prohibit new tourism-related development outside the Visitor Destination
Areas. Ensure new development occurs inside growth boundaries and is compact
and walkable."

Tourism policy
The policy of the General Plan is to uphold Kaua 'i as a unique visitor destination by
focusing on revitalization, aRfJ limiting new resort growth and other tourism-related
development to existing Visitor Destination Areas, and limiting the Average Daily
Visitor Census to its current (2016) level.

These changes are essential if Kauai is to preserve its quality of life, values, rural
character, and attractiveness to both residents and tourists.
Seventh: the General Plan should include concrete actions that will strongly support
achievement of the tourism growth management policy goals. At a minimum, these
actions should include:
In the area of permit approvals and zoning:
1. No expansion of VOA boundaries and no new Resort zoning.
2. No approvals of any additional tourist accommodations, and no extensions of permits
for any already-approved tourist accommodations, without findings that the proposed
accommodations' individual and cumulative environmental, social, cultural and
quality-of-life impacts have been fully mitigated .
• This should include a comprehensive infrastructure study to ensure that island-wide
infrastructure is sufficient to meet the impacts of cumulative development, including
the proposed project, other reasonably-foreseeable projects, and approved but not
yet built development.
. • Where additional infrastructure is required, proposed development should be
required to post bond to ensure that future infrastructure is in place prior to the
completion of the proposed development.
3. No approvals of tourism-related uses, including tourism-related accommodations,
attractions and retail uses, on Agriculture-zoned, Open-zoned or non-VOA
Residential-zoned lands.
4. No expansion of tourism-related uses on P"1blic lands or facilities .
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5. Approvals of development in Neighborhood Commercial zones conditioned on the
uses being primarily resident-serving rather than primarily tourist-serving.
6. Closure of the Princeville Airport to all aircraft uses other than emergency or disaster
recovery uses, re-purposing the site for use as a tourism transit center and park-andride hub for the north shore.
7. Phase-out of non-conforming TVRs outside the VDAs (if necessary, by seeking
amendments to HRS 46-4).
8. Rigorous enforcement against, and closure of, non-permitted and out-of-compliance
transient rentals (TVR's and B&B's).
In the area of taxation:
9. Increase property tax rates for Resort properties, TVRs and B&Bs.
10. Obtain authority from the state to impose a county-specific Transient Accommodation
Tax surcharge.
11. Impose higher tax on rental vehicles.
In other areas:
12. Redirect any County tourism promotion, and work to redirect the state's tourism
promotion for Kauai, towards tourism that will not increase the ADVC beyond the
current (2016) level, but will instead increase the economic impacts and reduce the
negative impacts of tourism within the existing ADVC.
13. Eliminate County funding and subsidies for activities that are primarily tourismfocused (such as marathons)
14. Institute resident-only parking areas and camping areas at crowded County parks and
facilities.
15. Restrict vehicle access on Route 560 west of Princeville to Kauai residents' vehicles
and public transit/shuttles. Give consideration to the possible issuance of a limited
number of non-resident-vehicle day passes, not to exceed the disaster evacuation
and parking capacities of the area.
Finally: regarding implementation:
1. County Council resolutions and/or ordinances related to the actions above should be
adopted concurrent with the adoption of the General Plan.
2. The General Plan should include a timetable for legislative and administrative
implementation of each of the actions above.
3. The General Plan implementation plan should include a requirement for semi-annual
County Council reviews of progress made vis-a-vis the timetable, to keep
implementation on-track and to keep the public aware of successes and failures in
meeting the timetable and the General Plan's goals.

[General Plan-Tourism Wor1< Group Recommendations-121 216 Draft]
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Recommendations From Community Working Groups on the
DISCUSSION DRAFT FOR THE GENERAL PLAN

Sector:
Sub-sector(s):
Agriculture
.
Working Group Stats:
11 working group members, multiple meetings of 3-5 hours
Status of Recommendation:

I

Complete D Requires More Time to Detail Recommendations
D Requires Policy Paper D Requires Technical Working Group

Notes to County on Status of This Recommendation:
This recommendation is complete for it's specific target, with additional considerations
recommended below.
Level of Support at Community Meeting:
D Unanimous

I

Majority D Abstainers D Against the Recommendation

Additional Considerations as Part of the Overall Recommendations:
- Definition of small scale farming is needed and support for upscale farms should be
included for purposes of economy and supply. Recommended reduction of monocrops.
- Provide Economic Development support for food crops. Focus more on food security
than education.
- Support Food Coops to diversify produce.
Comments Worth Noting Outside of Recommendation:

- Evaluate role of County in supporting business and marketing of farm produce versus
free market as well as of County in supporting food coops.
- Regulate Agro business tightly to provident negative tourism impacts.
Additional Attachments:
References for additional research:
- United Nations: Traditional Knowledge and Technology for Sustainable Food
- US Code, defining f~od security
- Discourage Food Safety Modernization Act which does not support farmers

We applaud the County for making sustainable agriculture one of the center pieces of
the draft strategic plan. In the document there are many statements of intention for
increasing farming outcomes and related activities. As a collection of farmers we value
the intention of the County plan, but we believe there needs to be a goal to help bring
the intentions to fruition.
It is our belief that the county should set specific and realistic targets for increasing farm
production to allow County, state and local institutions, as well as individuals, to align
and coordinate efforts for maximum gain.
The Food Self Sufficiency Model - Kauai farmers feeding Kauai residents for
increased economic, health and environmental outcomes
The 30/30 initiative, by 2030 30% of all produce consumed will have been grown
locally on Kauai
Vision
Kauai is known as the garden Isle for a reason. Fertile soil, diverse ecosystems and year
round growing seasons create the ideal place to farm the diverse products needed to
feed our populations. With plantation farming firmly in the past, now is the time for Kauai
to reclaim its heritage as leader is agriculture and sustainability. As mentioned several
times in the planning draft, greater food self-sufficiency is a critical factor for the future of
the island. We believe it should be the guiding vision when developing and reshaping
county policy; as it affects water, land, environmental factors, tourism and economic
development.
The power of this vision for greater food self-sufficiency is that it brings together several
existing components of the draft plan, that will aligning resources and strengthen
outcomes.

Economic Development
• Directly supports 3 of the 6 target industries - food & agriculture, sustainable
technologies & practices and health & wellness (p.105)
• Contributes lo 2016 (CEDS) (p.104)

Tourism
• Diversifying tourism to reduce impact on the environment and support local
culture (p. 107)
Agriculture
• "Our greatest opportunity for economic diversification and food self-sufficiency"
(p.110)

Better outcomes for all Kauai

Economic outcomes - Keeping a larger portion of food spending dollars on island would
create millions in new spending for farmers, increase tax revenue, and create jobs.
http:Ufiles.hawaii.gov/dbedt/op/spb/INCREASED FOOD SECURITY AND FOOD SELF SUFFICIE
NCY STRATEGY.pdf

Health outcomes - Increased production of local produce will ultimately reduce the
overall cost and increase accessibility of fresh produce for the whole county.
Environmental outcomes - Increased support for low impact sustainable local farms will
reduce the waste and pollution associated with large scale shipping and pesticide runoff.
Goals
Support - Support and nurture local food farmers of all sizes
Increase - Increase access to farmland to new and existing farmers
Activate - Activate and nurture new markets and revenue opportunities for all farmers.

Supporting Policy
Supoort
• Reduce water rates for landowners of agricultural lands in active production.
(p.114)
Increase
• Revise the agricultural property tax regime, including but not limited to the
Agricultural Dedication program, to increase incentives to lease land to
productive farms and prepare an ordinance or rule amendments as appropriate.
(p. 114)
• Work in partnership to increase small scale diversified farming (p.115)

Activate
• Increase access to healthy food in underserved neighborhoods and build more
equitable food systems, from cultivation to disposal (p.114)
• Increase agricultural production, including the development of secondary and
tertiary products and industries (p. 115)
• Expand commercial agriculture, attracting new agricultural support and value
added industries, and promoting locally-grown commodity sales (p.115)
• Pursue opportunities to link visitor industry marketing with marketing of Kaua'i
agricultural products (p.115)
• Increase access to healthy foods, including grocery stores and farmers markets
with locally grown fruits and vegetables (p.116)
Targets
By 2030 30% of all produce consumed will have been grown locally
Increase land in agricultural food production by 50% 2300 (ish) acres under food
production now
Increase farm earnings by 50% by 2035 ( currently estimated at $113 million per year) .

Actions 30% food self-sufficiency by 2030
• Increase SNAP benefits when purchasing locally grown food.
• Community development grant to support for local food co-op to allow small
farmers to pool produce to supply larger demands
50% increase in land under cultivation for food by 2030
50% increase in farm earnings by 2035
• Pass a smart tourism ordinance allowing farm homestay and education guests
on agricultural zoned al')d cultivated land, to open new revenue streams for
farmers and increase tax revenue to be invested in agriculture.
• Restructuring of ordinances that block farmer from adding value to their products
Leadership, Evaluation and Monitoring

Recommendations From Community Working Groups on the
DISCUSSION DRAFT FOR THE GENERAL PLAN
Sector:
Education

Sub-sector(s):
K-12
University

Working Group Stats:
8 individual meetings with Education departments including KCC, UH Presidents office,
Educators, Parents, Students.
Status of Recommendation:
D Complete D Requires More Time to Detail Recommendations
D Requires Policy Paper
Requires Technical Working Group

I

Notes to County on Status of This Recommendation:
Group just started as recognition of Lack of leadership in County.
Level of Support at Community Meeting:

I

Unanimous D Majority D Abstainers D Against the Recommendation

Additional Considerations as Part of the Overall Recommendations:
This is just an Introduction to the Greatest Need for Planning on Kauai: EDUCATION, The future
of our children and grandchildren. Kauai County must work proactively with our Parents,
Educators, DOE, KCC, UH, and everyone involved with the education and growth of our children.

We also have a serious Brain Drain from our Youth Leaving the Island at 18 years old and not
returning. We must address both the lacking Quality of Public Education as well as the lack of
University Options. We can Attract students from around the world if we just offer them the
necessary Housing and Degree options.
In no way do we offer any substantive educational guidelines. We just recognize the NEED for
County Planning in a most important area. Even upon initial investigation of our Education Needs,
there was significant response from Educators to help. Need more time and leadership to
organize.
Comments Worth Noting Outside of Recommendation:
Unanimous support from everyone who heard the idea of a UH Kauai
Additional Attachments:

.

EDUCATION
1. County has no Jurisdiction
2. State Departement of Education (DOE) administers Schools on Kauai
3. State University of Hawaii (UH) Administers Kauai Community College
(KCC)
4. State promised better schools
5. State promised to transfor KCC into University of Hawaii at Kauai
6. We must Choose to Improve our Educational Possibilities
7. We must work together with our County to lobby our State public servants
for Educational Excellence
8. Brain Drain. Students leave and Other students not coming.
9. UH Kauai would offer Our Students a choice, and bring in foreign students.
10.County can help organize High Density Student Housing to encourage the
growth of KCC into UH Kauai
11. We can keep pressure on all public servants to bring these changes about.
12.Education Brain Trust. Residents and Public Servants working together.

---

Recommendations From Community Working Groups on the
DISCUSSION DRAFT FOR THE GENERAL PLAN

Sector:

Sub-sector( s):

Energy
Working Group Stats:

2 people, 3 consultations
Status of Recommendation:

I

0 Complete
Requires More Time to Detail Recommendations
0 Requires Policy Paper
Requires Technical Working Group

I

Notes to County on Status of Th is Recommendation:

The basis for these recommendations is that Kauai should use proven solutions as over
60 big industry island nations have become energy independent and Kauai just needs to
adopt/adapt these existing models.
Level of Support at Community Meeting:
0 Unanimous

I

Majority (99%+ -) 0 Abstainers 0 Against the Recommendation

Additional Considerations as Part of the Overall Recommendations:

Renewable risks can be mitigated.
$3200 per person leaves the state per year for fossil fuel consumption.
Cost for Kauai utilities can be done for a lower cost, at a more accelerated pace than we
are currently working.
If we could reduce energy costs, we could reduce the cost of living on Kauai.
Diversity improves our resilience to energy fluxuations as a result of events such as
hurricanes. Even solar is not dependable during this type of catastrophic event. However,
if we used more biomass for fuel, even after a hurricane we would have plenty of material
to produce eergy.
Comments Worth Noting Outside of Recommendation:
Additional Attachments:

Overview Evaluation of the Energy Component
of the General Plan Update Discussion Draft (GPU-DD)
for the County of Kauai
The information below is not necessarily complete, accurate or reflecting the full range of conditions or action steps to
improvement of conditions on Kauai. This is only intended to be an example of how one alternative not covered in the
GPU-DD may help to improve several issues and goals described in the GPU-OD. Further discussion of suggested
solutions is encouraged and welcomed.

Sector or Component of Plan: Energy Sustainability
Sub-section (if applicable): N/A

Due to limited time and resources to prepare this summary, it only provides two general points:
1) Specific Action Plans with Accountability
The need for specific action plans with measureable milestones, public progress reports every 6
months, or every quarter if the issue(s) and project(s) is designated as "critical" or "emergency".
2) Rapid Adoption of Best Practices
There are a rapidly increasing number of successful projects that have been implemented
elsewhere, with results of both better performance/quality of life and cost savings. Studies have
already been done and applications tested with real-world projects. For example, from the
Boulder County, Colorado Energy Sustainability website: :

Increased Energy Efficiency Will Result in Cost Savings
These actions will not only reduce our county's impact on global climate change, they also resu lt in
significant cost savings through increased energy efficiency. Jn fact, most of the identified actions pay for
themselves in six years or less. Of the 35 total actions, cost, cost savings, and GHG reduction impacts have
been quantified for 30 of them. The remaining five strategies focus on planning, educational, and revenucgenerating efforts that could not be quantified.

Prioritization of Actions
Out of the 35 actions identified, 20 actions are recommended fo r "first tier" adoption based on: their
emissions reductions potential, their cost effectiveness, and to ensure equitable contributions across the main
GHG contributing sectors. The key strategics include voluntary and support actions as well as statewide and
local regul atory programs. Combined, and accounting for overlap between strategies, these key strategies will
lead to:

•
•

•

•

Emissions reductions in 2012 of more than l.3 million metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent
Emissions reductions in 2020 of more than 3.6 million metric tons carbon dioxide equivalent
Annual cost savings in 2020 of more than $445 million.
Nine year payback for all 20 actions (5 years for all actions except vehicle-to-grid)

Here are just two of many examples of why clean renewable energy must be a top priority and "impact
f ees" are reasonable as both an incentive for positive change and as a funding source:
1) The "public health and climate change costs that can b e attributed to [fossil fuel] vehicle
emissions [ ...is] equivalent to $1.15 per gallon of gasoline consumed. [Note: that is NOT
sustainable!]
www.lung.org/local-content/ca lifornia/documents/2016zeroemissions.pdf
2)

Lower monthly energy costs per household are now being offered elsewhere by including long
term financing for a package that includes PV, battery storage, AND a new electric car, all for less
than the current average consumer energy bill (home and transportation) I

I. BUILDING A SOLID FOUNDATION

a. Describe the issue, problem or need based on the current situation (why this needs to be addressed):

Current condition: The General Plan Update Discussion Draft (GPU-DD) does a good job of describing the current situation
and not only the need for improvement but the impossibility of not doing anything or remaining the same.
Why this matters: Energy is essential to life, and affordable energy is essential for quality of life. Kauai is at the end point of
very long and vulnerable supply chains for imported energy, with price disruptions and availability at serious risk. .
b. Describe the ideal future state (aka goal, big pict ure) specific to this sector or component of plan:

Kauai uses it ample natural resources for complete energy independence using locally available renewable energy sources.
Abundant and affordable energy is reliably available. What was the cost of imported energy (estimated at over $3,200 per
year for every man, woman and child!) becomes a huge boost to the local economy, saving the people of Kauai money,
creating new quality jobs, removing the threat of unpredictable energy supply disruptions and price increase, while
simultaneously protecting and improving the environment, both locally and globally. Kauai becomes a world-wide model of
renewable energy independence with economic and environmental benefits to all the people of Kauai.

c. Describe the target state (sometimes called objectives) - what you want to ultimately achieve by 2035 in specific, clear
and measurable t erms:

By 2027, 100% of Kauai's local energy needs are provided by local renewable resources that are no more expensive than the
present energy mix (primarily dependent on fossil fuels) and is at least carbon-neutral. Be a world-recognized leader - and
hopefully THE world-wide leader - in clean, renewable, and economical energy production and use.
By 2035, offset any remaining cost to the local economy and "carbon footprint" of energy use related to Kauai but not in the
direct control of the people of Kauai (such as airline and shipping energy use).
II. DEVELOPING RESULTS-BASED ACTIONS

a. Describe 3 "whys" the current situation exists (or challenges to achieving t he ideal future state - these may serve as
points of intervention that will make up the actions by sector):
3. A more in-depth description is
1. The GPU-DD does a good job in
2. Best Practices worldwide have not

describing this as far as it goes. A
more in-depth description is beyond
the time and resources available by the
current deadline for comments - and
particularly for actionable suggestions.

been fully researched, recommended,
and particularly not fully implemented
as rapidly as possible.

beyond the time and resources
available by the current deadline for
comments - and particularly for results
based actionable suggestions.

b. Describe the interventions (actions} th at should be taken in order to achieve your target state (specific to each of the 3
"whys").
2. D Does this come from the plan?
3. D Does t his come from the plan?
1. DDoes this come from t he plan?
is this a modified version of what is
D Is this a modified version of what is
Is this a modified version of what is
in the plan? D is this a new idea?
·in t he plan? l 1s t his a new idea?
in the plan? Dis this a new idea?

I

Implement the recommendations in the
GPU-DD. Continue to streamline the
process and support Energy
Sustainability until new projects are
approved in 1 year or less and Energy
Sustainability present needs are met
and exceeded. Quarterly progress
reports and revised action plans to
achieve consistent progress to goals.
(This is just a short statement due to
very limited time and resources to
prepare this overview. )

Allow "best practices" from around the
country and the world to be tried as
"demo"/ "experimental" projects and
then actively promoted and supported
for "roll-out" across the County. The
lack of Energy Sustainability is a crisis
and must be treated as such on all
levels of government and the
community. (This is just a short
statement due to very limited time to
prepare this overview)

Place "impact fees" on all energy uses
and services that do not directly
contribute to advancing Kauai to clean
locally renewable Energy Sustainability
and related services. Provide tax
incentives, financing, and other
incentives to Energy Sustainability
projects. Implement and annually
revise other actions and objective
measurements of progress from all
policies related to Energy Sustainability
(a general principle for all sectors).
(This is just a short statement due to
very limited time to prepare this
overview)

~ t--c._W~h_o_m~ig~h_t_t_h_e_i~~p_le_m~en_t_i_ng~p_a_rt~n_e_r(rs~)_b_e_f_o_r_ea_c_h_._1n_te_r_v_:_n_ti_o_n~(_ac_t_io_n~)_:~~~~~~~~~~,.-~~~~~~~-;

~

1. All departments and levels of County
government, acting in a coordinated,
expedited, and synergistic manner,
with documented and published results
on a quarterly basis.. (this is just a
small sample due to limited time to
prepare this overview)

2. Public-Private partnerships, actively
promoted, supported and lead by the
County. The County should have an
effective outreach program, and a
"Rapid-Response Team" to expedite
any Energy Sustainability project, with
documented and published results on a
quarterly basis. (this is just a sample
due to limited time to prepare this
overview)

d. What are the incremental results or change factors you expect to take place:
1. Short-term Outcome:
1. Short-term Outcome:

3. Private non-profit and for-profit
organizations with all possible support
from the County. The County should
have an effective outreach program,
and a "Rapid-Response Team" to
expedite any Energy Sustainability
project, with documented and
published results on a quarterly basis.
(this is just a sample due to limited
time to prepare this overview)

1. Short-term Outcome:

By 2020, viable plans are in place and
actions in process for complete Energy
Sustainability and energy
independence from locally renewable
resources. (Specific "Best Practices"
that are implemented and proven
elsewhere can be provided with more
time and resources. This is just a
general and short statement due to
limited time to prepare this overview. )

By 2020, additional projects are "in the
pipeline" and making steady and
publically documented progress to
meet Kauai's Energy Sustainability
goals (Specific "Best Practices" that are
implemented and proven elsewhere
can be provided with more time and
resources. This is just a general and
small statement due to limited time to
prepare this overview.)

By 2020, the "low hanging fruit" of
Energy Sustainability projects with
paybacks of 5-7 years or less are 50%
completed with the remaining 50% in
active implementation process (Specific
"Best Practices" that are implemented
and proven elsewhere can be provided
with more time and resources. This is
just a general and small statement due
to limited time to prepare this
overview.)

2. Mid-term Outcome:

2. Mid-term Outcome:

2. Mid-term Outcome:

By 2022, new affordable projects are
being approved and construction
underway to meet ongoing and
growing Sustainable Energy needs.
(Specific "Best Practices" that are
implemented and proven elsewhere
can be provided with more time and
resources. This is just a general and
short statement due to the short time
given to prepare this overview. ))

By 2022, new affordable projects are
being approved and construction
underway to meet ongoing and
growing Sustainable Energy needs.
{Specific "Best Practices" that are
implemented and proven elsewhere
can be provided with more time and
resources. This is just a general and
short statement due to the short time
given to prepare this overview. )) .

By 2022, new affordable projects are
being approved and construction
underway to meet ongoing and
growing Sustainable Energy needs.
((Specific "Best Practices" that are
implemented and proven elsewhere
can be provided with more time and
resources. This is just a general and
short statement due to the short time
given ta prepare this overview. ))

3.Long-term Outcome:

3. Long-term Outcome:

3. Long-term Outcome:

By 2027, Kauai is energy sustainable,
independent, and affordable for all
local energy uses. (Citations to specific
"best practices" are available with
more time. This is just a general and
short statement due to the very short
time given to prepare this overview.)

By 2027, there is healthy market
surplus of affordable, reliable, and
sustainable energy for all local energy
uses. (Citations to specific "best
practices" are available with more
time. This is just a general and short
statement due to the very short time
given to prepare this overview. )

By 2027, Airlines and inter-island
shipping may be exceptions, but all
reasonable efforts are made to include
those "outside" energy uses to achieve
complete energy sustainability.
(Citations to specific "best practices"
are available with more time. This is
just a general and short statement due
to the very short time given to prepare
this overview.)

Ill. EVALUATING RESULTS

a. What will you use as an indicator of change so you will know if you are getting the anticipated results from your actions
(meeting your target state in section I.e.)?

1. Increase in locally produced
renewable, affordable and clean
Sustainable Energy. Quarterly and
Annually objectively measured and

2. Decrease in imported energy of any
type, particularly fossil fuels. Quarterly
and Annually objectively measured and
publically reported. (Citations to

3. Increase in related services, jobs,
economic and environmental benefit,
etc. Quarterly and Annually objectively
measured and publical/y reported.

publically reported. {Citations to
specific "best practices" are availabff!
with more time. This is just a general
and short statement due to the very
short time given to prepare this
overview.)

...

specific "best practices" are available
with more time. This is just a general
and short statement due to the very
short time given to prepare this
overview.)

...

(Citations to specific "best practices"
are available with more time. This is
just a general and short statement due
to the very short time given to prepare
this overview.)

...

IV. INTEGRATION ACROSS SECTORS

a. What other sectors will be impacted (negatively or positively) by your proposed actions?
1. All sectors interact. There must be a
2 All sectors interact. There must be a
3. All sectors interact. There must be a

comprehensive, expedited, and
synergistic effort and objectively
measured progress reported quarterly
and annually to the public. (This is just
a general and short statement due to
the very short time given to prepare
this overview.))

comprehensive, expedited, and
synergistic effort and objectively
measured progress reported quarterly
and annually to the public. (This is just
a general and short statement due to
the very short time given to prepare
this overview.)

comprehensive, expedited, and
synergistic effort and objectively
measured progress reported quarterly
and annually to the public. (This is just
a general and short statement due to
the very short time given to prepare
this overview.)

--

Recommendations From Community Working Groups on the
DISCUSSION DRAFT FOR THE GENERAL PLAN

Sector:

Sub-sector(s):

Housing

Affordable Housing
Agricultural Worker Housing

Working Group Stats:

5 people and multiple consults with Housing Commission, Planning Dept., County Council
members, Habitat for Humanity, realtors, and participation in over a year's meeting with
Mayor's Affordable Housing Advisory Committee.
Status if Recommendation:

I

D Complete
Requires More Time to Detail Recommendations
D Requires Policy Paper D Requires Technical Working Group
Notes to County on Status of This Recommendation:

Requires 6 weeks more time to complete recommendations.

Level of Support at Community Meeting:
D Unanimous

I

Majority (99%+-) D Abstainers D Against the Recommendation

Additional Considerations as Part of the Overall Recommendations:

Use best practices in all sectors.
The focus of this section is for both affordable houses for purchase and rentals.
If you can't afford to rent, you can't afford to buy, so people leave the island. Vancouver
8. C. passed a law that if a house is empty for more than 2 months, then the owner if fined.
The focus should be on financing.
Should consider affordable infrastructure (e.g. waste water systems - no pipes in, no
pipes out).
Hawaiian Homelands is building housing for $250K instead of $450K.
Comments Worth Noting Outside of Recommendation:

Additional Attachments:

Overview Evaluation of Suggested Additions to the Housing Component
of the General Plan Update Discussion Draft (GPU-DD) for the County of Kauai
This template was designed to build an incremental approach to building a sound set of results-based activities for the
Kauai County General Plan. It was also thought that if we use a common model amongst the working groups that are
evaluating the sectors of the Discussion Draft General Plan, that it would be easier to compare recommendations and
to take a more integrated approach to our compiling our recommendations for the Planning Dept. However, please
note that by no means is it a requirement to use this template.
The information below is not necessarily complete, accurate or reflecting the fuJI range of conditions or action steps to
improvement of conditions on Kauai. This is only intended to be an example of hov,; one alternative not covered in the
GPU-DD may help to improve several issues and goals described in the GPU-DD. Further discussion of suggested
solutions is encouraged and welcomed.

Sector or Component of Plan:
Housing
Sub-section (if applicable):
1) Affordable Housing, and 2) Agricultural Worker Housing, but applicable to all sub-sections of
Housing and interacts with all other Sectors. Nothing exists in isolation - we live in a highly
interactive and hopefully synergistic world where each action not only improves its own specific
goals, but also supports improvement in all sectors island-wide.

Due to limited time and resources to prepare this summary, it will address only two of the eight
sub-sectors under the Housing sector and only one new alternative approach to Housing. There
are many others that interact synergistically that should be detailed later if more time is
available. The new approach that has been used elsewhere to great benefit is sustainable tiny
house communities. Housing units can be provided for as little at $10,000 per unit, in optimal
applications with full and creative collaboration between local non-profits and government.
Typical commercial prices range from $20,000 to $50,000 per unit, with high end luxury units
selling for $100,000 or more. But compare even that high end with typical housing prices on
Kauai: the County considers "affordable" unit cost to be $450,000. Habitat for Humanity
provides their version of 2-3 bedroom affordable housing for $200,000 to $250,000. Using tiny
houses would provide 5 to 10 times as many housing units for the same financial costs and less
land use as current "affordable" housing efforts on Kauai. Tiny houses can be used for
everything from in-fill to communities of only tiny houses or as art of the mix of housing types
and affordability levels in communities of various sizes.

As a brief example, consider tiny house communities applied to two of the eight sub-sections
listed in the Housing sector of the draft GPU: 1) Affordable Housing in general and 2)
Agricultural Worker Housing. However, all sub-sections can be positively impacted by this new

alternative and related principles and actions. For easy reference and to keep in mind for
application of this alternative, the eight sub-sectors are: A: Affordable Housing, B: Infill Housing,
C: New Communities, D: Agricultural Worker Housing, E: Hawaiian Homesteads Lands, F: Elderly

& Assisted Living Housing and Facilities, G: The Houseless Population, H: Impact of Resort Uses
on Housing Inventory

I. BUILDING A SOLID FOUNDATION

a. Describe the issue, problem or need based on the current situation (why this needs to be addressed):
Current condition: There is a long-standing and increasing housing shortage, particularly affordable housing for
the Kauai resident population. Affordable housing was listed as one of the top priorities in the 2000 Kauai
General Plan as well as local neighborhood association plans. However, in the 15 years since 2000, the
affordable housing situation has become worse, not better; Kauai has actually lost affordable housing stock.
There is an immediate shortage of at least 1,500 affordable housing units, and conservative projections that
over 7,000 additional affordable units are needed over the next 15 years.
Why this matters: Housing is one of the basic needs for survival. Affordable housing is essential for quality of
life. Due to the lack of affordable housing, even people born on Kauai and long-time residents struggle to
remain on Kauai, and many leave, unable to return even if they want to come back to their home island. This
produces many adverse consequences. Detailed elsewhere, but time and space do not allow an even partial list
here. There is a growing divide between the "haves" and the "have-nots" and this is detrimental and even
dangerous to any society.
b. Describe the ideal future state (aka goal, big picture) specific to this sector or component of plan:
Affordable housing becomes readily available to all income levels, and in all inhabited geographic areas of Kauai.
While further concentration of population growth in "urban cores" is part of the solution - and already covered
in the GPU-DD - a comprehensive affordable housing solution must also serve the needs of people who prefer
other lifestyles and locations.
Affordable Tiny House Communities:
As one of many examples, this overview briefly describes one possible housing and community alternative for
those who desire a more rural environment, implemented as "ag-based self-sustainable and resilient
communities." In particular, this can meet the needs and desires of farmers and other "ag-based" workers and
their families, including "aging in place" from keiki to kapuna.
Affordable, Self-Reliant, Resilient and Sustainable Housing and Communities:
All new housing and communities I developments are built - and existing housing is rehabbed or retrofitted - for
self-reliant and resilient sustainability with as much local materials and labor as possible. New affordable
housing and communities are designed, built and operated for permanent affordability and use of locally
renewable resources for food, energy, and transportation as an integral part of affordability.
A principle design and build goal of "Sustainable Communities" is "no pipes in, no pipes out" and "walk to work
and services" ("no pipes in or out" means on-site water, sewage, waste, and energy). Individual buildings,
neighborhoods and communities meet the "Living Building Challenge 2.0" goals and standards or better as they
evolve, and as amended for local conditions and as updated for then current "best practices." Best practices
from around the world are reviewed annually, and encouraged for use. The powers of State and County
government per 201H and similar legislation are actively promoted and used to streamline the process, time,
and expense of deployment approval, construction, and on-going operation and maintenace. To quote from
the Hawaii Housing Finance.and Development Corporation (HHFDC) website (HHFDC is an agency of the Hawaii
State government) :

"The 201H expedited processing tool provides for greater design flexibility and cost savings for
affordable housing projects. The HHFDC establishes its affordability threshold for projects as those
projects that primarily are affordable to households with incomes at or below 140% of area
median income. County governments have similar powers, and county governments establish their
own affordability threshold criteria, which differ from the state's affordability level of serving
households with incomes at or below 140%.

c. Describe the target state (sometimes called objectives) -what you want to ultimately achieve by 2035 in specific, clear
and measurable terms:
By 2025 (10 years before the usual 20-year time-frame of 2035!), 105% to-110% of affordable housing needs are metboth rental and owner occupied -for all income levels and for all inhabited geographic regions of Kauai. 5-10% "vacancy" is
necessary to eliminate a "tight" housing market.
"Affordable Housing" includes not just the cost of the house, but all components of "affordable living" such as food,
energy. and transportation costs.

1. The development process is long,

unpredictable (i.e. risky), and
expensive. This discourages many
developers, and in effect requires
more expensive housing to offset
the expenses and risks, and favors
large builders over small local
builders and families. (this is just a
sample due to limited time to
prepare this overview)
i----,,,,-,,--,--ccc-~c--:='"'~='"~_,,-~c-c-;,,

. 1. DDoes this come from the plan?

I

1s this a modified version of
what is in the plan? Dis this a new
idea?
Implement recommendations in
the GPU-DD to streamline the
development approval process.
Continue to streamline the process
and support affordable housing
developers until new projects are
approved in 1 year or less and the
affordable housing needs are met
and exceeded. Quarterly progress
reports and revised action plans to
achieve consistent progress to·
goals. (this is just a sample due to
limited time to prepare this

2. Housing types and locations are
limited due to regulations such as
building codes and zoning. limited
supply drives up prices.
"Affordable" must be defined and
implemented to be truly affordable
without ongoing subsidies, and
include all the essential costs of
living such as food, energy, and
transportation. (this is just a
sample due to limited time to
prepare this overview)

3. High demand from non-local
buyers who have large financial
and legal resources to get what
they want drives up prices for land
and housing, and in effect "pushes
out" many local residents. (this is
just a sample due to limited time to
prepare this overview)

2. DDoes this come from the plan?
is this a modified version of
what is in the plan? Dis this a new
idea?
Allow "best practices" from around
the country and the world to be
tried as /(demo"/ "experimenta/ 11
projects and then actively
promoted and supported for "rollout" across the County. The lack of
Affordable Housing is a crisis and
must be treated as such on all
levels of government and the
community. (this is just a sample
due to limited time to prepare this
overview)

3. DDoes this come from the plan?
D Is this a modified version of
what is in the plan? l1s this a new
idea?
Place additional "impact fees" on
all developments other than
affordable housing and related
support services. Place additional
tax on residential property sales to
non-residents (as has been done in
Vancouver, BC, Canada).
Implement and annually revise
other actions and objective
measurements of progress from all
policies related to housing (a
general principle for all sectors).
(this is just a sample due to limited

I

1. Planning, Zoning, Building, Public
works, i.e. all County government
acting together in a coordinated,
expedited, and synergic manner.
(this is just a sample due to limited
time to prepare this overview)

2. Planning, Zoning, Building, Public
works, i.e. all County government
acting together in a coordinated,
expedited, and synergic manner.
(this is just a sample due to limited
time to prepare this overview)

3. Planning, Zoning, Building, Public
works, i.e. all County government
acting together in a coordinated,
expedited, and synergic manner.
(this is just a sample due to limited
time to prepare this overview)

1. Short-term Outcome:
By 2020, the current shortage of
affordable housing, approximately
2,000 new units have been built
and occupied, and new affordable
projects are "in the pipeline" and
making stead and publically
documented progress to meet the
ongoing affordable housing needs.
(this is just a sample due to limited
time to prepare this overview)
2. Mid-term Outcome:
By 2022, new affordable projects
are being approved and
construction underway to meet
ongoing needs. (this is just a
sample due to limited time to
prepare this overview)

1. Short-term Outcome:
By 2020, the current shortage of
affordable housing, approximately
2,000 new units have been built
and occupied, and new affordable
projects are "in the pipeline" and
making stead and publically
documented progress to meet the
ongoing affordable housing needs
(this is just a sample due to limited
time to prepare this overview)
2. Mid-term Outcome:
By 2022, new affordable projects
are being approved and
construction underway to meet
ongoing needs. (this is just a
sample due to limited time to
prepare this overview)

1. Short-term Outcome:
By 2020, the current shortage of
affordable housing, approximately
2,000 new units have been built
and occupied, and new affordable
projects are "in the pipeline" and
making stead and publically
documented progress to meet the
ongoing affordable housing needs.
(this is just a sample due to limited
time to prepare this overview)
2. Mid-term Outcome:
By 2022, new affordable projects
are being approved and
construction underway to meet
ongoing needs. (this is just a
sample due to limited time to
prepare this overview)

3.Long-term Outcome:
By 2027, there is healthy market
surplus of affordable housing of all
types and income levels across the
inhabited regions of Kauai. (this is
just a sample due to limited time to

3. Long-term Outcome:
By 2027, there is healthy market
surplus of affordable housing of all
types and income levels across the
inhabited regions of Kauai. (this is
just a sample due to limited time to

3. Long-term Outcome:
By 2027, there is healthy market
surplus of affordable housing of all
types and income levels across the
inhabited regions of Kauai. (this is
just a sample due to limited time to
prepare this overview)
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1. Quarterly and Annual
objectively measured and publically
reported increase in the affordable
housing supply until there is a
steady state of healthy market
surplus in supply across all of.Kauai,
regardless of income, location,
culture, etc .. (this is just a sample

2. Quarterly and Annual objectively
measured and publically reported
increase in the affordable housing
supply until there is a steady state
of healthy market surplus in supply
across all of Kauai, regardless of
income, location, culture, etc ..
(this is just a sample due to limited

3. Quarterly and Annual objectively
measured and publically reported
increase in the affordable housing
supply until there is a steady state
of healthy market surplus in supply
across all of Kauai, regardless of
income, location, culture, etc..
(this is just a sample due to limited

due to limited time to prepare this
overview)

time to prepare this overview)

be a comprehensive, expedited,
and synergistic effort and
objectively measured progress
reported quarterly and annually to
the public (this is just a sample
due to limited time to prepare this
overview)

be a comprehensive, expedited,
and synergistic effort and
objectively measured progress
reported quarterly and annually to
the public. (this is just a sample
due to limited time to prepare this
overview)

time to prepare this overview)

3. All sectors interact. There must
be a comprehensive, expedited,
and synergistic effort and
objectively measured progress
reported quarterly and annually to
the public. (this is just a sample
due to limited time to prepare this
overview)

Recommendations From Community Working Groups on the
DISCUSSION DRAFT FOR THE GENERAL PLAN
Sector:

Sub-sector(s):

3. 0 Implementation and Monitoring

3. 1 Implementing the Plan
3.2 Monitoring for Progress

Working Group Stats:

2 working group members, two virtual meetings and iterations of recommendations.
Status if Recommendation:

I

Complete D Requires More Time to Detail Recommendations
D Requires Policy Paper D Requires Technical Working Group
Notes to County on Status of This Recommendation:

1. The framework, vision, goals and targets need to be fully developed as
foundational pieces prior to the full development of the Implementation and
Monitoring Plans.
2. The recommendations provided are specific to the framework that should be used
to develop the Implementation and Monitoring Plan. The County still needs to fully
develop all of the components of the l&M plan and integrate into the Draft GP
before it is released to the Planning Commission.
Level of Support at Community Meeting:

D Unanimous

I

Majority (98%+-) D Abstainers

0 Against the Recommendation

Additional Considerations as Part of the Overall Recommendations:

Emphasized the importance of ensuring this component falls within the beginning
sections of the plan, prior to the sectors so it is clear that implementation and monitoring
applies to all sectors found within the plan.
Comments Worth Noting Outside of Recommendation:

One person felt that quantifiable targets, that are actually realistic and meaningful, could
not necessarily be developed for all sectors.
Additional Attachments:

See additional graphic connecting the Implementation and Monitoring piece with the
vision section and all· 10 sectors.

Evaluating Components of the Discussion Draft General Plan for the County of Kauai
Sect,pr or Component of Plan : 3.0 Implementation and Monitoring
Sub-section {if applicable): 3.1 Implementing the Plan
Please nute: These recommendations are no. for actions that should be taken between 2017-2035, but
rather should be part of the structure of the new General Plan and incorporated into the plan before
the plan is finalized .
Additionally, it is suggested that this component of the plan be moved towards the front, right after the
"framework, vision, goals and policy section" and before the 10 sectors.
·
I. BUILDING A SOLID FOUNDATION

a. Describe the issue, problem or need based on the current situation (why this needs to be addressed):
By all accounts, the 2000 General Plan represented a body of work that was well supported by and reflected the interests
of the community. However, the guiding vision and policies did not come to bear in terms of being reflected in the actions
carried out by the County over the subsequent 16 years (2000-2016). This is most evidenced by the fact that the issues
identified in the 2000 General Plan have been exacerbated by the lack of directed action, rather than reduced. Basic
infrastructure needs and requirements have increased (as have the demands); the need for transportation alternatives
have not been met resulting in island-wide traffic congestion; a range of housing alternatives to meet residents' needs have
fallen sorely behind, making the possibility of meeting future population projections even more challenging to meet, etc.,
etc. As well crafted as the 2000 General Plan might have been, it was missing some of the most basic foundational pieces
found in any successful plan - assigned accountability, timelines for implementation, measureable targets to be achieved,
and most of all a monitoring plan.
b. Describe the ideal future state (aka goal, big picture) specific to this sector or component of plan:
On a timely basis, all short, mid and long-term targets, as articulated in the General Plan, are being achieved. And, when it
is clear the targets are not being met, the assigned responsible party makes a course correction to ensure these targets will
be met by 2035. The net result is that by 2035 there is a shared sense that key issues have been addressed, growth is being
managed and we collectively, as a community, have made wise choices.
c. Describe the target state (sometimes called objectives) - what you want to ultimately achieve by 2035 in specific, clear
and measurable terms:
The 2017 General Plan is built on a strong foundation that includes specific targets (results) to be achieved, implementation
responsibilities that are assigned and plotted against a timeline, and a structured monitoring program. The net result is a
results-based General Plan that by 2035 has controlled growth and moved Kauai in the desired direction as expressed by
this community in 2016.
II. DEVELOPING RESULTS-BASED ACTIONS

a. Describe 3 "whys" the current situation exists (or challenges to achieving the ideal future state - these may serve as
points of intervention that will make up the actions by sector):
i.a. The GPU loosely uses terms like
2. The General Plan alludes to the need 3. --for accountability"... shared
"sustainability" and "growth", yet
responsibility and accountability for
there is no overall framework that we
implementation are imperative to
are working under (e.g., "sustainable
growth" (including a definition), or
staying focused on measurable
"green growth" (including a definition), progress.", yet there is no specifically
etc. This would provide a clear
assigned accountability, no timeline for
implementation, nor incremental
direction not only for the sectors, but
milestones to know in advance of 2035
also the zoning maps and future land
whether we are making progress
use.
towards meeting our targets.
1.b. There are no clearly articulated
targets that have been established for
Additionally, the GPU states "Parties
responsibilities for implementing
each sector to set specific standards
for how we are going to make this
actions, as well as monitoring,
reporting, and updating the plan are
overall framework a reality {e.g., "30%
clearly identified in the plan. Beyond
of food is grown on island and
that, all County agencies and parties
consumed by local residents" and/or
responsible for implementation should
"an increase by 40% in multi-modal

transportation opportunities, and
correspondingly a 20% reduction in our
carbon footprint"}. These are
measureable results. With this kind of
structure, it would be much easier to
prioritize which actions are most likely
to give us the intended results
(especially important given limited
resources). Note: the goals are too
general and don't serve the same
purpose as targets.

...

be made aware of their roles and
time line so that the needed staff time
and resources can be allocated." Again,

.

there is no apparent assigning of
responsibilities, only the designation of
potential partners'.

...

...

b. Describe the interventions (actions) that should be taken in order to achieve your target state (specific to each of the 3
"whys" }.
1. DDoes this come from the plan?
2. DDoes this come from the plan?
3. DDoes this come from the plan?
D Has it been modified from the plan?
DHas it been modified from the plan?
DHas it been modified from the plan?
Dis this a new idea?
Dis this a new idea?
Dis this a new idea?
a. Develop a clearly defined framework a. Develop a table that assigns
responsibility for ensuring that each
for the direction we want to move
action in the General Plan is
towards. Then, review and align the
implemented. This entity may not
vision, policies and goals to ensure
necessarily be the implementer, but
they complement the framework.
they will have the responsibility for
b. Develop specific, measureable
tracking and ensuring the progress.
targets for each sector. These targets
b. Develop a timeline for
will be a de facto way for prioritizing
actions as each action must be
implementation of each action.
specifically directed towards meeting
c. Against the timeline, develop
the target (right now there are too
milestones for each action (short, mid
and long term).
many actions and it is not realistic to
think they will all be implemented) .

...

...

...

c. Who might the imple menting partner{s) be for each intervention {action):
2. The County and those partners who
1. The County should take the lead
have
been designated in the GP for the
with further input from the CAC, the
implementation of each action.
community and technical experts.

...

r

3.

...

...

d. Assumpt ions - what makes you think these actions will address the 3 "whys":
1. There are a significant number of
2. There are a significant number of
models of practice in regards to
models of practice in regards to
general, strategic and management
general, strategic and management
plans. The most common element for
plans. The most common element for
success is a strong and clearly
success is a strong and clearly
articulated foundation . Without this
articulated foundation. Without this
foundation , there is no clear future
foundation, there is no way to
measure results.
direction.

...

3.

...

e. What are the incremental results or change factors you expect to take place:
1. Short-term Outcome:
1. Short-term Outcome:
a. The County works with key CAC and
a. The County assigns responsibility,
develops the timeline and
community members to develop the
corresponding milestones for each
framework.
activity.
b. The County assembles a group of
interested CAC members, community
members and technical experts to
develop realistic and achievable

j

...

1. Short-term Outcome: ---

'

ygets for each sector.

2. Mid-term Outcome:
Vet framework and targets with public.

2. Mid-term Outcome:
Vet milestones with public.

2. Mid-term Outcome: - -

3.Long-term Outcome:
Framework and targets are
incorporated into final GP before it is
enacted.

3. Long-term Outcome:
Responsibility for implementation,
timeline and milestones are
incorporated into final GP before it is
enacted.

3. Long-term Outcome: --

Ill. EVALUATING RESULTS

a. What will you use as an indicator of change so you will know if you are getting the anticipated results from your actions
(meeting your target state in section I.e.)?
1. --2. --3. ---

IV. INTEGRATION ACROSS SECTORS

a. What other sectors will be impacted (negatively or positively) by your proposed actions?
1. All 10 Sectors, Future Land Use and
2. All 10 Sectors will all be impacted by 3.
the Land Use Maps will all be impacted this action. In fact, this action should
help to determine and prioritize which
by this action. In fact, this action
should help to determine and prioritize actions are most relevant in terms of
which actions are most relevant in
being the most results-based and
meeting the vision, goals, policies and
terms of being the most results-based
and meeting the vision, goals, policies
targets for Kauai.
and targets for Kauai.

Evaluating Components of the Discussion Draft General Plan for the County of Kauai
Sector or Component of Plan: 3.0 Implementation and Monitoring
Sub-section (if applicable); 3.2 Monitoring Progress
Please note: These recommendations are not for actions that should be taken between 2017-2035, but
rather should be part of the structure of the new General Plan and incorporated into the plan before
the plan Is finalized.
Additionally, it is suggested that this component of the plan be moved towards the front, right after the
"framework, vision, goals and policy section" and before the 10 sectors.
I. BUILDING A SOLID FOUNDATION
a. Describe the issue, problem or need based on the current situation (why this needs to be addressed):
By all accounts, the 2000 General Plan represented a body of work that was well supported by and reflected the interests
of the community. However, the guiding vision and policies did not come to bear in terms of being reflected in the actions
carried out by the County over the subsequent 16 years (2000-2016). As is stated in the Discussion Draft General Plan:

"During the update process, the CAC and other participants expressed the desire for greater accountability for results goals
set and for actions identified in the General Plan. A review of what had happened since the 2000 General Plan was adopted
in 2003 was frustrated by the lack of regular reporting on results and actions." As such, it is necessary to build the
monitoring plan in concert with the implementation plan, with both being fully developed prior to the
completion of the final General Plan.
b. Describe the ideal future state (aka goal,,big picture) specific to this sector or component of plan:
A monitoring plan is in place, fully functional and structured to tell the story of both the progre.ss made in terms of
successful implementation of the actions in the plan, as well as whether the anticipated results are being actualized. If the
anticipated results are not being met, then there should be an alternative back-up plan to ensure that the actions in the
plan will move the County towards achieving results.
c. Describe the target state (sometimes called objectives)-what you want to ultimately achieve by 2035 in specific, clear
and measurable terms:
A fully developed monitoring plan is in place at the time of implementation of the final GP. The monitoring plan includes
targets that give measurable standards (and to the extent possible) of what the GP intends to achieve, indicators
(measures) of progress towards meeting these targets, an adaptive management framework, and a communications plan.
II. DEVELOPING RESULTS-BASED ACTIONS
a. Describe 3 "whys" the current situation exists (or challenges to achieving the ideal future state - these may serve as
points of intervention that will make up the actions by sector):
1. Although the GP lays out 4 goals that 2. The GP indicates that monitoring will 3. The GP indicates that: "This plan
are cross-referenced with the 10
aspires to be adaptable and responsive
take place every 2 years. However, the
thematic sectors, these goals are too
by building in a bi-annual review and
schedule for monitoring should be
broad to measure. In another place in
based on the specific indicator and
reporting process that allows the
this section, the GP indicates that it
how long it takes to detect change or a County to take stock and keep a record
will"... monitor progress toward the
trend based on that specific indicator.
of its progress, evaluate what's
2035 vision and conformance with the
Evaluations should take place every 2
working and what's not, and consider
General Plan policies . ... "
years (the plan says monitoring every 2 how to change course or incorporate
Consequently, all of these measures
years). There needs to be a distinction
the best available information. There
(vision, policies and goals) make it
made between monitoring and
needs to be a streamlined process for
difficult to draw any conclusions about
evaluation.
making changes to the plan when
whether the actions in the plan are
monitoring indicates the actions are
actually achieving results (re: column 1
not resulting in achieving the results.
of the performance measures table).
The GPU states; "General Plans can

and should be a "living document".
However, the plan does not indicate
procedurally how this adaptive
management approach will take place .

•

•

•

b. Describe the interventions (actions) that should be taken in order to achieve your target state (specific to each of th1..
"whys").
1. DDoes this come from the plan?
2. DDoes this come from the plan?
3. DDoes this come from the plan?
DHas it been modified from the plan?
Has it been modified from the plan?
DHas it been modified from the plan?
1
1s this a new idea?
Dis this a new idea?
Dis this a new idea?
a. Develop specific, measureable
The County needs a fully articulated
Develop an adaptive management
targets for each sector. These targets
monitoring plan as part of the GP-this framework which includes a
will be a de facto way for prioritizing
means targets (what is hoped to be
transparent, streamlined and timely
achieved), indicators (what we are
actions as each action must be
process for modifying actions if
specifically directed towards meeting
measuring to know whether we are
through the monitoring program
the target (right now there are too
getting results), monitors (who is doing indicators point to a lack of anticipated
many actions and it is not realistic to
the monitoring), evaluators (those we
results. The adaptive management
think they will all be implemented).
are interpreting the results), and a
framework needs to describe and
communications ~Ian (how the County
commit to: what the triggers (or
The intervention at;>ove is the same
one found in the implementation
and the public are going to know the
thresholds) are that indicate a need to
template.
progress being made from
make a change to the plan; a decisionb. Because sector targets will take time implementation of the GP, including
making body that will determine what
to fully realize, and we don't want to
how the County is going to respond to
the modified or new action(s) will be,
the evaluation).
wait until 2035 to know if the actions
and associated milestones; and, new
MONITORING SCHEDULE:
in the GP are working, a series of
implementation timeline and
milestones (short, and long term) need 1) Every 6 months: to determine if
responsible parties.
to be developed as incremental
milestones/timeline commitments
measures of success. The intervention
have been met in terms of
above is the same one found in the
implementation of actions.
implementation template.
2) Timing based on specific indicator:
the type of indicator used to detect
whether results are being achieved will
determine the frequency of each
monitoring program.
EVALUATION SCHEDULE: a full
evaluation of the entire plan should be
conducted every 2 years including a
declaration of how the County is going
to respond when results are not being
realized.

...

...

c. Who might the implementing partner{s) be for each intervention (action):
2. The County and implementing
1. The County should take the lead
partners.
with further input from the CAC, the
community and technical experts .

...

...

d. Assumptions - what makes you think these actions will address the 3 "whys":
1. There are a significant number of
2. There are a significant number of
models of practice (and literature) in
models of practice (and literature) that
regards to general, strategic and
have successfully developed and
management plans that incorporate
implemented successful monitoring
and evaluation plans.
targets and milestones. The most
common element for success is a
strong and clearly articulated
foundation . Without this foundation,
there is no clear future direction .

...

...

e. What are the incremental results or change factors you expect to take place:
1. Short-term Outcome:
1. Short-term Outcome:
a. The County assembles a group of
The County designs a monitoring and

...

3. The County and implementing
partners.

...
3. There are a significant number of
models of practice (and literature) that
have successfully developed and
implemented successful adaptive
management frameworks.

...
1. Short-term Outcome:
The County works with other

'
(.~terested CAC members, community
/

evaluation plan, scoping out the entire
depth and breadth of what the plan
should look like, including
identification of who and how the
evaluation component will be
conducted; make a determination on
the targets and associated indicators;
design communications plan.

implementing partners to develop an
adaptive management framework
including transparent, streamlined and
timely approach to making changes to

2. Mid-term Outcome:
Vet targets and milestones with public.

2. Mid-term Outcome:
Design the monitoring plan, determine
who is responsible for execution and
frequency of monitoring and
evaluation.

2. Mid-term Outcome:
The County works with other
implementing partners to develop
triggers (or thresholds) for when an
adaptive change to the GP needs to
take place.

3.Long-term Outcome:
Targets and milestones are
incorporated into final GP before it is
enacted.

3. Long-term Outcome:
Implement monitoring and evaluation
plan.

3. Long-term Outcome:
Adaptive management framework is
incorporated into final GP before it is
enacted.

members and technical experts to
develop realistic and achievable
targets and milestones for each sector.

Ill. EVALUATING RESULTS
a. What will you use as an indicator of change so you will know if you are getting the anticipated results from your actions
(meeting your target state in section I.e.)?
1. ---2. ---3. ----

IV. INTEGRATION ACROSS SECTORS
a. What other sectors will be impacted (negatively or positively) by your proposed actions?
1. All 10 Sectors, Future Land Use and
2. All 10 Sectors, Future Land Use and
3. All 10 Sectors, Future Land Use and
the Land Use Maps will all be impacted the Land Use Maps will all be impacted the Land Use Maps will all be impacted
by this action. In fact, this action
by this action.
by this action.
shou ld help to determine and prioritize
which actions are most relevant in
terms of being the most resu lts-based
and meeting the targets and
milestones for Kauai.
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RECOMMENDED STRUCTURAL MODEL FOR THE KAUAI COUNTY GENERAL PLAN
For Purposes of Effective Implementation and Monitoring for Results-based Planning

5. TARGETS

1. DETERMINE

6. ACTIONS

7. MONITORING
& EVALUATION

THE MODEL
This becomes the
architecture of the plan
and sets the course for the
next 15 years .
Exam pie:

GREEN GROWTH MODEL
"Means fostering economic
growth and development while
ensuring that natural as$efs
c-ontinue to provide the
resources and environmental
services on which our
well·being relies".

2. VISION
What the Green Growth Model
looks and feels like when
· specifically applied to Kauai

3. GOALS
The pillars through which the vision
will be realized (e.g. sustainability,
stewardship, health & resilie ncy, and
opportunity}

Examples:

Currently used to
provide guidance.
This creates an
opportunity for
ambiguity and
Interpretation.
Policy language
should be crafted
to function as
criteria. As such,
every action
(whether under the
10 sectors, a
proposed land use
or change to a
code) would have
to meet all 20
policies. Decisions
would become
more black and
white based on
whether they
support the "Green
Growth" Model
and it's policies.

AGRICULTURE
303 of food is grown
and consumed on
island

853 maintained or
restored with natural
functioning hydrology

v

Foundation for the General Plan Model, Vision and goals All
Reinforce Each Other

' - - - - _ _ _J

1.

Have the actions in
the GP actually
been implemented?

2.

Are we getting the
anticipated results
from the actions
(including milestones)?

• Responsibility for
each action will be
assigned to a specific
entity

INFRASTRUCTURE
953 of needed
capacity maintained
at all times

TRANSPORTATION
303 increase in multi-modal opportunities;
303 reduction in
contribution to green
~u,egme'

L_______________
UU_#!&!!!SL::S:s:;l

Two aspects will be
monitored:

• The actions will be
prioritized according
to how directly they
will contribute to
meeting the target

WATERSHEDS

1S!!Z

\..

• Each action in the
GP needs to directly
support the realization
of the target It
corresponds to

• Implementation of
actions will be paced
out against a timellne
• Each action will
have a corresponding
short, mid and longterm milestone
(expected result)
associated with it

Develop Indicators As
Measures of Success
Determine Who Does
the Monitoring & What
Frequency

I

Communicate Results
Evaluate Results and
Establish Criteria for
Adapting Plan as
Needed

,______
.

Ei4¢1fl

\.....

v

v
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Sets the Standard for What is
Acceptable and What Is Not In
Regards to All County Decisions

Informed by the Green Growth
Model, Vision, Goals and Polley
Set-up for Results-based Actions

=

..I

Ensures Anticipated "Green
Growth" Results are Realized Q! a
Timely Course Correction Is Made

Build the model incrementally from left to right; test the model by reading it both directions to see if all components support ~ach other.

