


March 19, 1975

- ‘Mr, Michael A. Town
- Wailuku, Maui 96793

Dear Mr. TGWn:

‘This is in response to youx 1etter dated Pebruary 20,
1975 regarding Minerva Keawe's boundary amendment petition,
Docket No. A74—380, Puaahala, Molokai. : :

. on advice of cur legal counsel, your request to 1eaVe |
Mrs. Keawe's petition on file until litigation on this par-
‘ticular matter is resolved is denied since the classifica-
tion sought by your client is the present cla-sification

- of the subject property. Therefore, such a petition is '

moot at this point. Huwever, you may choose to intervene
at the Circuit Court level regarding the.General aavaiiln

corporation s Appeal from the Land Use COmmission 5 deailion. ‘i'v',

We are therefore formally'closing Docket No.. A?4—38Q,»,'~7
Minerva Keawe's petition for a boundary amendment at
~ Puaahala, Molokai. : :

Should you have any further queltions. please feel
free to contact us,. ;

-Yery'truly yours,

. TATSUO FUJIMOTO

Comm1351oners ' Executive Officer

Harry K1m :
‘Benjamin Matsubarav
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Mr. Tatsuo Fujimoto
State of Hawaii

Land Use Commission

PL: O Box 2359
Honolulu, Hawaii 96804

Dear Mr. Fujimoto:

I am in receipt of your letter of January 8, 1975
regarding Minerva Keawe's Boundary amendment petition sub-
mitted November 8, 1974 (Docket A74-380) regarding 183
acres at Puaahala, Molokai. This office is representing
Mrs. Keawe in this matter.

We understand both General Hawaiian and Life of
the Land have appealed to the Circuit Court from the LUC's
decision in this matter. If General Hawaiian prevails,
Mrs. Keawe's petition would then be timely. Mrs. Keawe
further plans to intervene in the General Hawaiian appeal.

In conclusion, Mrs. Keawe has decided to leave her
petition on file with you until the litigation is ended
and the issues resolved.

Sinﬁe ely,

J .: ~ ék«”~—————'“
MICHAEL A. TOWN
Supervising Attorney

i
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: r‘Mrs. Minerva K. Keawe.
P, O, Box 872 5 At
'Kaunakakai. Molokai 96748

&
kS

January 8.ri§75'

51 g

' Dear Mrs. Keawe-‘ SR G P O

i This is to inform you that the prOperty deacribed
in the boundary qmendment petition submitted by you on.
November 8, 1974 (Docket A74-380), comprising appr:ole.-i

mately 183 acres at Puaahala._island of Molokai,‘Vas
reclassified from the Urban to the Agricultural and |
' Conservation Districts by the Commission at its_meeting

on December 17, 1974. This action was taken under the

. Commission's 5-year compr.hensive review of land use
.rjdistricts. g” :

Since ‘the reclassification action is consistenf

‘with the boundary amendment requested in your petition.

" 'we suggest that you write us to formally withdraw peti--

’.‘};f)/bﬂ Xéw T?aum .
"/S/?s. 7 ‘

tion A74-380 so that we can formally close petition

s G -380, and return your ftling fee in the amount of’ *
-4 fty dollars (sso 00)% e

should you desire moze Lnformation or have any

,Zqﬁestions. pleaae feel free to write us,

' TATSUO ruamom
g ~jExecutive Officer

) _',4*@‘

Eoiogy
imal”



PLANNING COMMISSION
Yoshikazu Matsui, Chairman
G. Alan Freeland, Vice-Chairman

Elmer F. Cravalho
Mayor

BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT
& APPEALS
Young Whee Chun, Chairman
George Tamura, Vice-Chairman
William Hong
Norman Muranaka
Herbert Vierra

Louis Hao

Shiro Hokama

Kazuo Kage

George Murashige

Leo Polo, Jr.

Stanley Goshi, Ex-Officio
Carl Kaiama, Ex-Officio

Howard K. Nakamura

COUNTY OF MAUI Planning Director
Tosh Ishikawa
PLANNING DEPARTMENT Deputy Planning Director
200 S. HIGH STREET ¢7¢L

WAILUKU, MAUI, HAWAII 96793

December 24, 1974 ﬂf;?l(‘ﬁi

Mr. Tatsuo Fujimoto
Executive Officer
Land Use Commission
Pa@:. 'Bax 2359
Honolulu, Hawaii

Dear Mr. Fujimoto:

Re: Petition by Minerva Keawe to amend the State Land
Use District Boundaries at Puaahala, Molokai

The Maui Planning Commission at its meeting of December 13,
1974, considered the above petition by Mrs. Minerva Keawe. By
general concensus the Maui Planning Commission took the matter
under advisement.

The Planning Commission in taking the matter under
advisement indicated that Commission did forward its comments
on the proposed Puaahala boundary change to the State Land Use
Commission as part of the 5-year boundary review recommendation.

Please contact our office should you have any questions.

Yours very truly,

Rl i

TOSH ISHIKAWA
Deputy Planning Director



STATE OF HAWAII
LAND USE COMMISSION
P, O. BOX 2359
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96804

November 11, 1974

Maui Planning Commission
200 S. High Street
Wailuku, Maui 96793

Attention: Mr. Howard K. Nakamura, Planning Director

Subject: A74-380 - Minerva K. Keawe

Gentlemen:

Pursuant to Section 205-4, Hawaii Revised Statutes,
we are enclosing a copy of petition for amendment to the
land use district boundaries submitted by _mMinerva K

Keawe - .

Act 32 provides that within 45 days after receipt
of the petition, the Commission of the County wherein
the land is located shall forward its comments and
recommendations to the Land Use Commission. It also
provides that upon written request by the Planning
Commission, the Land Use Commission may grant an
extension of not more than 15 days for the receipt of
such comments and recommendations.

Very truly yours,

TATSUO FUJIMOTO
Executive Officer

Encls.
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STATE OF HAWAIIL
LAND USE COMMISSION
P. O. BOX 2359
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96804

November 11, 1974

Mys. Minerva K. Keawe
P. O. Box 872
Kaunakakai, Molokai 96748

Dear Mrs, Minerva:

This will acknowledge the receipt of your check in
the amount of $50.00 and your application to amend the
land use district boundaries at

“Puaahala, Molokai

In accordance with Section 205-4, Hawaii Revised
Statutes, this Commission must schedule a public hearing
on your petition no sooner than 60 days and no more than
120 days. After 45 but within 90 days following the
public hearing, the Land Use Commission is obliged to
render a decision on your petition,

A hearing schedule will be determined at a later
date to consider the several pending petitions, includ-
ing yours, in the County of . We will inform
you of the hearing date as soolPUE it is determined.

Should any questions develop in the meantime, we
will contact you. If you should have any questions,
please feel free to contact us.

Very truly yours,

TATSUO FUJIMOTO
Executive Officer

Encl.

i Maui Planning Commission



November 1, 1974

Mr. Eddie Tangen, Chairman

State Lamd Use Commission

P.0. Box 2359

Honolulu, Hawaii 96804 State of Hawaii
LAND USE COMMISSION

Dear Mr. Tangen:

Attached is our petition to downgone the Puaahala Urban District
to its original Agriculture and Conservation Districts.

Plegse address subsequent correspondence in this matter to me
at the address below.

Mahalo.

Sincerely,

Pne Peinvun 4,

Mrs. Minerva K. Keawe

P.0,.. Box 872
Kaunakakai, Molokai 96748

b
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This space for LUC use

Date Petition and Fee received
by LUC

STATE OF HAWAII
LAND USE COMMISSION Date forwarded to County
for recommendation

P, 10, Bok 2359

Honolulu, Hawaii 96804 Date Petition, and County) Eﬁ@g _ﬁ_ ' :j =)
recommendation recei =u '
by LUC

SIS

State of Hawaii
LAND USE COMMISSION
PETITION FOR AMENDMENT TO THE LAND USE COMMISSION DISTRICT BOUNDARY

ibo (We) hereby request an amendment to the Land Use Commission

District Boundary respecting the County of , Island of Molokai >
Puaahala TMK: 5-6-6: 2(por) 5-6-7: X(por), 2, 4, 68, 69, 70
map number and/or name 5=6-5: 1, 12(por) to change the district

b=b-5:1 12, 36 5-6-7s 1(por)

designation of the following described property from its present classification

in a(n) Urban district into am) _Agriculture districts
and Conservation

Description of property:

See Attached Explanation.

Petitioner's interest in subject property:

We are owners or lessees of property adjacent to or surroun
the Puaahala Urban District. g ounded by

Petitioner's reason(s) for requesting boundary change:

See Attached Explanation.
(1) The petitionmer will attach evidence in support of the following statement:

The subject property is needed for a use other than that for which the
district in which it is located is classified.

(2) The petitioner will attach evidence in support of either of the following
statements (cross out one):

(a) The land is usable and adaptable for the use it is proposed to be
classified.

(b) Conditions and trends of development have so changed since adoption
of the present classification, that the proposed classification is

reasonable,
. » 5
Sigpatures(s) 2?’%4’ W_mﬁ;ﬁeu%

Vit

[

Address: \ @ v ?/

Telephone: _5:5.5 ‘5‘4 2’? 9% 75”"/

(additional signatures attached)



Signature Address Telephone
@ ,
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The above signatories are owners or lessees of the followirg
landswhich are located adjacent to the Puaahala E Urban
District.

Mrs. Minerva Keawe owner S
5«=6=05: 13
5=6=05: 14

George P. and Beatrice L. lessee 5-6=08: 18

Davis 5-6-08: 19
Mrs. Agatonica Faraon owner 5«6-08: 02
Mr. John I. Kalilikane owner 5-6-05: 20

Mrs., Catherine K. Espiritu owner 5-6-09: 03
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PETITION FOR AMENDMENT TO THE LAND USE COMMISSION
DISTRICT BOUNDARY

The purpose of this petition is to request a change in district
boundary on the following land, known as the Puaahala Urban
District, on the island of Molokai:

TMK @ 5-6-6: 2(por,)
5-6-5: 1, 12(por.)
5-6-7: 1(por.), 2, 4, 68, 69, 70

5-6-5: 12, 36
5-6-7: 1(por.)

The land located within the Puaahala Urban District is owned
by the Rose A. Aping Estate, Amsco Inc., and Molokai Resort
Properties., We herewith request that this land be returned
to the Agriculture and Conservation District classifications
that were in effect prior to its designation as an Urban
District in August, 1969.

As landowners and lessees of land which is immediately adjacent
to or surrounded by the Puaahala Urban Distriet, and in com-
pliance with Rule 2,31, State Land Use District Regulations,

we shall show:

1. The area is needed within the next five year period
for a use other than that for which the District
in which it is situated is classified.

2, a) The land is usable and adaptable for the agri-
cultural and conservation uses we propose.

b) Conditions and trends of development have so
changed since the adoption of the existing
classfication, that the proposed classification
is reasonable.

1. We believe that an urban district and a resort development
are not the best things for the Puaahala area. We believe that
the area is needed for another more important use--a use based
on the preservation of East Molokai as a unique remnant of
Hawaii's heritage. It is our belief that the original agri-
cultural and conservation classifications are the most appro-
priate uses for the area.



o ; @

As we have watched urban development take place on the other
islands, we have become more aware of the need to preserve our
shoreline areas and our historical heritage. Clearly, it will
be impossible to preserve East Molokai and at the same time to
allow the Puaahala area to become urbanized. The Puaahala
resort development that is planned will be a huge urban develop-
ment, and it will mark the beginning of even greater urbanization
in Bast Molokai. If allowed to occur, this urbanization will
bring higher property assessments and higher property taxes.
Eventually, this will force small property owners like us off
our land., So we are opposed not only to the Puaahala urban
development, but also to the County General Plan for Molokai
which proposes the urbanization of East Molokai.

We believe that the eastern portion of Molokai is a sacred place
and should remain as much as possible as it is today--without
large scale resort or urban development. It is important that
this last remnant of Hawaii's past be preserved as much as
possible., This means that the County General Plan for Molokai
which was drawn up in the early 1960's and adopted in the late
1960's needs to be done over. We and other residents of East
Molokai want to design another General Plan for the area. And
we want this new plan to be based on the preservation of the
East End, and not on urban development.

Also, we wish to point out that the Puaahala Urban District
was created in 1969 without the approval of the people of
Molokai. The Land Use Commission held its hearings on Maui
and Oahu and never allowed Molokai residents to express our
needs at the time of the rezoning. We are now taking this
opportunity to express our needs.

2., a) The land located within the Puaahala Urban District
is usable and adaptable for the agricultural and conservation
uses we propose.

former
The/agriculture-designated land on the mauka side of the
highway were used as grazing land in the past. This land
is still useable and adaptable for this purpose today.

One of the petitioners, Mrs, Minerva Keawe, still maintains a
piggery in an agriculture-designated area on the makai side
that is surrounded by the Urban District. She has maintained
this piggery for 14 years and intends to continue using it for
that purpose for the indefinite future.

The former conservation-designated area is a former fishpond.
Although it is probably not feasible to return the area to a
fishpond, it is feasible to convert the area into a park. We
believe that the East Molokai community, and other residents too,
will gladly and eagerly join hands to create a park at the
Puaahala site--if they are given the opportunity.
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The reefwaters in the Puaahala area contain fine fishing
grounds., If the area is converted into a kmge resort

and urban development, these fishing grounds will surely

be wiped out., Squidding, crabbing, and limu picking in the
area will likewise be affected. Much of the human life on
Molokai is dependent on marine life as a source of food.

If a resort is built at the Puaahala site, it is clear that
the lives of Molokal people will be harmfully and irreversibly
affected, Therefore, it seems most realistic and reasonabile
to us that this area should continue to be used the way it has
been used for decades--for agriculture and conservation.

2. b) Conditions and trends of development have so changed
since the adoption of the existing Urban classification that
the proposed Agriculture and Conservation classifications
are reasonable,

Clearly, conditions and trends on Molokai and throughout the
State are much different today than they were five years ago
when the Puaahala Urban District was created., Today we are
very concerned about the effects that population growth and
economic growth have on our society and our environment.

We are more aware today of the social and economic costs of
urban growth--particularly growth that is related to the
expansion of the tourist industry. We know that tourism growth
has had negative effects on other rural Hawaiian communities.
The impact of masses of outsiders has produced strain on island
famllles--lncrea31ng the numbers of separations, divorces,
desertions, and runaway children. Widespread land speculation
has occurred, produ01ng hlgher property taxes and housing costs,
and forcing low income families off their land. Plus, the
housing construction that has taken place with tourism growth
has been to satisfy wealthy outsiders, and not to satisfy

the needs of local families,

We are becoming more aware of the need to preserve our shoreline
areas, beecause we are dependent on the marine life along our
shores for our food., We can see that resort development and
urbanization has “decreased marine life on other islands. It is
important that this not happen to us, because with inflation
and the rising cost of living we need to produce our own food
and become more self gufficient,

We can see that what we have now in the Puaahala area is far
better than %Qat we will get if the area is developed. We will
be worse off'™the resort comes in. Ultimately, we will lose
what is good for us now.

In addition, the Puaahala developers have met none of the con-
struction projections that were presented to the Land Use Com-
mission in 1969, We believe that it is time for the Land Use
Commission to return the Puaahala area to its original Agriculture
and Conservation classifications.
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