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We want to hear your concerns. 

We would like to hear from you and would welcome your commen~on 
the concerns stated here. Please give us a call or drop us a note. 
Together, we can build a better future for our children, and their 
children's children If we malama Kea'au. Mahalo. 

Kea'au Community Improvement -Association (KCIA) 
P.O. Box 930, Kea'au, Hawai'i 967 4ij. Phone 
966-8515, 966-7770, 966-7622 
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THE KEA'AU COMMUNITY IMPROVEMENT ASSOCIATION QS:CM) has 
serious concerns about the W.H. Shi,?inan Dev~lopment Plan;1hi storic 
preservation , human rights, Native Ha~lian concerns, community 
based plan ning, land use, and existing subdivisions. Below~are some 
specific concerns: . \ • •· 

\ . 
HIST ORIC PRESERVATION. We belleve ,ln the · .,, ~ 

historic valu e of the buildinas and the area. Although in disrepair end . 
termite damaged, most are repairable . Several structures are ,made'·of • 
redwood and are NOT termite ridden. The whole town was ' proposec 
as a historic d istrict in the 1970's and again in the 1990 Puna" Plan, · 
Today, we have the support of 9 out of 10 members of the Historic 
Places Review Board (Star-Bulletin, Aug. 24, 1994). Please offer paint 
wood, time, people power and/or money so we can show what. ls ' 
possible witl · the buildings. 
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Human Rights passed unanimously a resolutJ.1:•n . .igaini forceo ~;!3~=-__,..,. 
We believe the human rights of Kea'au resldE'Tlts havEi1bcen~ u· 
Over the years, W.H. Shipman has evlcted .ht.:nr.:!reds ~f!~ P.le.,,from 
their homes and businesses. Many of those e \ftted owned tfi'elt · • 
buildings, .bv! r.~t the fan~ under the bulldlngt, Stilpmari reftisea tQ sell 
t:,e Jana to the people evicted. Month-to-montt, · land]leasel for '30 ' 
yes.r~ discouraged repair, causing dc:t~rloratilrir~ ThlsJlielped shape 
put.I,,-:: opinion to facllltate "easy" eviction. Tµ',U.,emocr¢lc Party,, at Its 
19~4 C~U'lty Convention, called for a halt to~ f4.a'au evclctlons:ind 
bu, .. :fo,1r r- of homes and businesses and urged that differences t,e 
resolved t-y b ,)od faith dlal~ue among all parti~s Involved. ·We nee<f 
to create opti on.~ for the entire Kea'au community. 



. NATIVE HAWAIIAN CONCERNS. concern Is 
growing over access to sacred sites, trails, and beaches. The Kea'au 
Beach area is one of the most culturally significant sites in all Hawai'i. 
Toe Shipman family has treated these-sacred sites and Kea'au Beach 
as their personal private pr~rty, when they really belong to the 
people of Hawal'I. We call for access to historic sites and Kea'au 
Beach, Including the mauka/makal trails and public use of Kea'au Road 
presently blocked by Shipman's private gate. We are learning that 
Hawaiian famlles who were tennants of the land at the time of the i a48 
Mehele, still have rights to the land today. Furthermore, research Is 
being done into the questionable circumstances under which Hawaiians 
lost title to lands. This includes the transfer of title over 62,000 acres ~f 
the Kea'au ahupua'a from the Lunalllo Trust to the Shipman family in 
the 1880's . (Hawaiian leaders assure Puna subdivision residents they 
will NOT be displaced). Names of key people In the 1893 overthrow of 
the nation of Hawal'I were Involved In the transfer of land from the 
Lunalilo Trust to Shipman. 

. COMMUNITY BASED PLANNING. we· want 
community based planning for Kea'au and the larger Puna community. 
Shipman has failed to include the community In Its planning activities . It 
has chosen to bulldoze the village and sell the land to finance the first 
phase of a new 2500 acre urban subdivision. This subcllvlslan Is to lie 
mainly mauka of Highway 11 on former sugar lands. Exceptional trees , 
native plants, histor ic buildings and possibl e Hawaiian sites are next in 
line for proposed bulldoz ing. 

. LAND USE. The propos ed 2500 ac re W.H. Shipman!~ 
developmen t project promis es to create major long- term chang~ to the I 
gre ater Kea'au area, Puna communitles 1 and beyond, Many believe lt •fs l 
critical that all phases of Shipman's plan place the long-term benefit of 
the community first and foremost A~ M oncem '1nclude: zog)ng I 
issues , urban sprawl vs pedestrian scale design, . using g~ _ 
agricultural lands for subdivisions, land speculation pressures, Increase 
In prop erty taxe s, Infrastructure financing, co hsequences .of growth, • 
c rime, and cost of living Increases . Shouldn't we be saving Ptina's 
good agricultural lands to feed Puna's growing po~ulation? What about 
Puna 's f lood probl ems? Puna, with 150 + lnc ties of ralnfal~ nuaJly, 
already experiences dangerous flooding. Receri t: l:illo flobdmg 1 has b_een 
blamed on overdevelopmenl Shlpman's 'pro~ mau LSubdMston 
will only add to Puna's existing flood problem. 't.ers noti~ Alla's 
mistakes . 
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.. EXISTING SUBOIVISJONS ;. st11P.fnin'sfi1ew1tc:a•aut 
subdivision wlll hurt existing ·puna subdlvfslons, ,many ~ whld' W8ft!J 
created In land deals between ShipmM and polltfclans ~fot-~la!lon 
purposes decades ago. Existing substandard subdMsions1wlll be kept 
without services In order to keep prices and profits high for Shipman's 
new subdivision developed with services. The projected P.9pulation 
bulldout of Puna's ex isting lots is more than 300,000. There Is no 
justification for any new subdivisions in Puna. ·what Is needed In Puna 
is Infrastructure and tow n centers In existing subdivisions where small 
busine sses can develo p and where kids can go to school -ancj play " 
sports. This would reduc e the congestion on our highways, f~ f 
ad ding to it as Ship man' s new subdivision will do In Kea'au, which Js 
already Puna's worst cho ke point 


