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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Nagatani, Leila <leila_nagatani@fws.gov>
Sent: Monday, August 13, 2018 2:02 PM
To: rkroning@honolulu.org
Cc: Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: 2018-TA-0444 Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements, Honolulu, Oahu
Attachments: 2018-TA-0444 Ala Moana Park Improvements, Honolulu, Oahu_final.pdf

Mr. Kroning, 

Attached you will find the FWS Pacific Islands Fish and Wildlife Office’s response to your Technical 
Assistance request for the above project. 

We thank you for your efforts to conserve listed species and native habitats.  Please contact me should you 
have any questions pertaining to this response or require further guidance.  When referring to this project, 
please include this reference number: 01EPIF00-2018-TA-0444. 

Thank you, 
Leila Nagatani 

--  
Leila Nagatani 
Fish and Wildlife Biologist 
Oahu, Kauai, North Western Hawaiian Islands, and American Samoa Island Team 
Pacific Islands Fish and Wildlife Office 
300 Ala Moana Boulevard, Room 3-122 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96850 

office: (808) 792-9467 
fax: (808) 792-9580 

In Reply Refer To: August 13, 2018
01EPIF00-2018-TA-0444

Mr. Robert J. Kroning, P.E.
Director
Department of Design and Construction
City and County of Honolulu
650 South King Street, 11th Floor
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Subject: Response to your Request for Technical Assistance Regarding the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement for Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island 
Improvements, Honolulu, Oahu

Dear Mr. Kroning:

Thank you for your recent correspondence requesting technical assistance on species biology, 
habitat, or life requisite requirements. The Pacific Islands Fish and Wildlife Office (PIFWO) of 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) appreciates your efforts to avoid or minimize effects 
to protected species associated with your proposed actions. We provide the following 
information for your consideration under the authorities of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 
1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.), as amended and Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918 (16 U.S.C. 
703-712).

Due to significant workload constraints, PIFWO is currently unable to specifically address your 
information request. The table below lists the protected species most likely to be encountered by 
projects implemented within the Hawaiian Islands. Based on your project location and 
description, we have noted the species most likely to occur within the vicinity of the project area, 
in the ‘Occurs In or Near Project Area’ column. Please note this list is not comprehensive and 
should only be used for general guidance. We have added to the PIFWO website, located at 
https://www.fws.gov/pacificislands/promo.cfm?id=177175840 recommended conservation 
measures intended to avoid or minimize adverse effects to these federally protected species and 
best management practices to minimize and avoid sedimentation and erosion impacts to water 
quality.

If you are representing a federal action agency, please use the official species list on our web-site 
for your section 7 consultation. You can find out if your project occurs in or near designated 
critical habitat here: https://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/.

United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Pacific Islands Fish and Wildlife Office
300 Ala Moana Boulevard, Room 3-122

Honolulu, Hawaii  96850
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Under section 7 of the ESA, it is the Federal agency’s (or their non-Federal designee) 
responsibility to make the determination of whether or not the proposed project “may affect” 
federally listed species or designated critical habitat. A “may affect, not likely to adversely 
affect” determination is appropriate when effects to federally listed species are expected to be 
discountable (i.e., unlikely to occur), insignificant (minimal in size), or completely beneficial.  
This conclusion requires written concurrence from the Service. If a “may affect, likely to 
adversely affect” determination is made, then the Federal agency must initiate formal 
consultation with the Service. Projects that are determined to have “no effect” on federally listed 
species and/or critical habitat do not require additional coordination or consultation.

Implementing the avoidance, minimization, or conservation measures for the species that may 
occur in your project area will normally enable you to make a “may affect, not likely to 
adversely affect” determination for your project. If it is determined that the proposed project may 
affect federally listed species, we recommend you contact our office early in the planning 
process so that we may assist you with the ESA compliance. If the proposed project is funded, 
authorized, or permitted by a Federal agency, then that agency should consult with us pursuant to 
section 7(a)(2) of the ESA. If no Federal agency is involved with the proposed project, the 
applicant should apply for an incidental take permit under section 10(a)(1)(B) of the ESA. A 
section 10 permit application must include a habitat conservation plan that identifies the effects 
of the action on listed species and their habitats, and defines measures to minimize and mitigate 
those adverse effects.

We appreciate your efforts to conserve endangered species. We regret that we cannot provide 
you with more specific protected species information for your project site. If you have questions 
that are not answered by the information on our website, you can contact PIFWO at (808) 792-
9400 and ask to speak to the lead biologist for the island where your project is located.

Sincerely,

Acting Island Team Manager
Pacific islands Fish and Wildlife Office

cc: J. Hiramatsu, Belt Collins Hawaii LLC
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The table below lists the protected species most likely to be encountered by projects 
implemented within the Hawaiian Islands.  that may 
occur in the vicinity of your project, this list is not comprehensive and should only be used for 
general guidance.
Scientific Name Common Name /

Hawaiian Name
Federal 
Status

Occurs In or 
Near Project 
Area

Mammals
Lasiurus cinereus semotus Hawaiian hoary bat/ E

Reptiles
Chelonia mydas Green sea turtle/honu

- Central North Pacific DPS
T

Erectmochelys imbricate Hawksbill sea turtle/
honu`ea

E

Birds
Anas wyvilliana Hawaiian duck/

koloa
E

Branta sandvicensis Hawaiian goose/ E

Fulica alai Hawaiian coot/
`alae kea

E

Gallinula galeata 
sandvicensis

Hawaiian gallinule/
`alae `ula

E

Himantopus mexicanus
knudseni

Hawaiian stilt/
ae`o

E

Oceanodroma castro Band-rumped storm-petrel/ E

Pterodroma sandwichensis Hawaiian petrel/ `ua`u E
Puffinus auricularis newelli Newell’s shearwater/

`a`o
T

Ardenna pacificus Wedge-tailed Shearwater/
`ua`u kani

MBTA

Gygis alba White Tern/
manu-o-

MBTA

Buteo solitarius Hawaiian hawk/
io

E

Insects
Manduca blackburni Blackburn’s sphinx moth E
Megalagrion pacificum Damselfly, Pacific 

Hawaiian
E

M. xanthomelas Damselfly, Orangeblack
Hawaiian

E

M. nigrohamatum 
nigrolineatum

Damselfly, Blackline 
Hawaiian

E
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Plants
Abutilon menziesii ko‘oloa‘ula E
Canavalia pubescens ‘ E
Euphorbia skottsbergii var. 
skottsbergii

Ewa Plains `akoko E

Hibiscus brackenridgei 
subsp. molokaianus

Mao hau hele E

Ischaemum byrone Hilo ischaemum E
Isodendrion pyrifolium wahine noho kula E
Marsilea villosa ‘ihi‘ihi E
Panicum fauriei var. carteri Carter's Panicgrass E
Panicum niihauense lau‘ehu E
Portulaca villosa ‘Ihi E
Pritchardia maideniana Loulu E
Pseudognaphalium 
sandwicensium var. 
molokaiense

‘Ena‘ena E

Scaevola coriacea Dwarf naupaka E
Schiedea spergulina no common name E
Schenkia (Centaurium)
sebaeoides

Hawaiian centaury-plant E

Sesbania tomentosa Ohai E
Solanum nelsonii Popolo E
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E X P E R I E N C E  Y O U R  A M E R I C A  

The National Park Service cares for special places saved by the American people so that all may experience our heritage.

National Park Service 
U.S. Department of the Interior 

Pacific West  
Regional Office 
Honolulu 

300 Ala Moana Blvd 
Box 50165 
Room 6-226 
Honolulu HI 96850-0053 

808-541-2693 phone
808-541-3696 fax 

March 25, 2019 

VIA EMAIL: alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com 
Belt Collins Hawaii LLC 
Attn:  Ms. Joanne Hiramatsu 
2153 North King St., Suite 200 
Honolulu, HI  96819 

RE:  Ala Moana Regional Park EIS (Second Draft) 

Aloha Ms. Hiramatsu: 

The National Park Service, Rivers, Trails, and Conservation Assistance program is working with a 
coalition of community organizations that supports the concept of the Lei of Parks or Lei of Green – 
that envisions a connected greenway for pedestrian and cyclists from Diamond Head State Park up to 
Ka‘ena Point State Park. This big vision includes a number of critical connections that we believe would 
help to build support and allow people to experience a connected pathway. The coalition believes that 
connecting our parks through a ‘lei of green’ would benefit residents and provide safe and enjoyable 
recreation and alternative transportation. A key connection is connecting Ala Moana Beach Park to 
Kewalo Basin Park.  

In September 2018, the coalition organized Lei of Parks Family Day -- a one-day “pop-up” that for one 
day temporarily connected Ala Moana Regional Park to Kewalo Basin Park to Kaka‘ako Waterfront 
Park.  In over 200 surveys taken that day, people overwhelmingly supported the connection of Ala 
Moana Regional Park to Kewalo Basin Park. 

Bike Network 2020 requires that a new bike path connection be made on the ‘ewa side of Ala Moana 
Regional Park that continues around Kewalo Pasin Park.  We hope that any improvements to the park, 
including the mauka and makai paths, will connect to Kewalo Basin Park. 

The coalition strongly supports this connection and is willing to work with the City and stakeholders to 
make this a vision reality. 

Sincerely,  

Meredith Speicher  

Meredith Speicher 
National Park Service Rivers, Trails, and Conservation Assistance 
Pacific West Region, Honolulu Office 

Appendix A - Comments and Responses - Federal Agencies 
5



Appendix A - Comments and Responses - Federal Agencies 
6



STATE OF HAWAI‘I 



PAGE IS INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 



Appendix A - Comments and Responses - State Agencies 
1



Appendix A - Comments and Responses - State Agencies 
2



Appendix A - Comments and Responses - State Agencies 
3



Appendix A - Comments and Responses - State Agencies 
4



Appendix A - Comments and Responses - State Agencies 
5



Appendix A - Comments and Responses - State Agencies 
6



Appendix A - Comments and Responses - State Agencies 
7



Appendix A - Comments and Responses - State Agencies 
8



Appendix A - Comments and Responses - State Agencies 
9



Appendix A - Comments and Responses - State Agencies 
10



Appendix A - Comments and Responses - State Agencies 
11



Appendix A - Comments and Responses - State Agencies 
12



Appendix A - Comments and Responses - State Agencies 
13



Appendix A - Comments and Responses - State Agencies 
14



Appendix A - Comments and Responses - State Agencies 
15



Appendix A - Comments and Responses - State Agencies 
16



Appendix A - Comments and Responses - State Agencies 
17



Appendix A - Comments and Responses - State Agencies 
18



Appendix A - Comments and Responses - State Agencies 
19



Appendix A - Comments and Responses - State Agencies 
20



Appendix A - Comments and Responses - State Agencies 
21



Appendix A - Comments and Responses - State Agencies 
22



Appendix A - Comments and Responses - State Agencies 
23



Appendix A - Comments and Responses - State Agencies 
24



Appendix A - Comments and Responses - State Agencies 
25



1

Rebecca Choi

From: Cab General <Cab.General@doh.hawaii.gov>
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2019 10:19 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements 2nd Draft EIS

Joanne Hiramatsu 
 
Please see our standard comments at: 
https://health.hawaii.gov/cab/files/2018/12/Standard-Comments-Clean-Air-Branch-2018-c.pdf 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 
If you have any questions, please let me know. 
 
Barry Ching 
Clean Air Branch 
Hawaii Department of Health 
(808) 586-4200 
 
 
 

Standard Comments for Land Use Reviews 
Clean Air Branch 

Hawaii State Department of Health 
 
 
If your proposed project: 
 
Requires an Air Pollution Control Permit 

You must obtain an air pollution control permit from the Clean Air Branch and comply with all 
applicable conditions and requirements.  If you do not know if you need an air pollution control 
permit, please contact the Permitting Section of the Clean Air Branch.   
 
 
Includes construction or demolition activities that involve asbestos 

You must contact the Asbestos Abatement Office in the Indoor and Radiological Health 
Branch. 
 
 
Has the potential to generate fugitive dust 

You must control all fugitive dust.  Note that construction activities that occur near to existing 
residences, business, public areas and major thoroughfares exacerbate potential dust 
problems.  It is recommended that a dust control management plan be developed which 
identifies and addresses all activities that may generate fugitive dust.  The plan, which does not 
require Department of Health approval, should help you recognize and minimize potential dust 
problems. 

Construction activities must comply with the provisions of Hawaii Administrative Rules, §11-
60.1-33 on Fugitive Dust.  In addition, for cases involving mixed land use, we strongly 
recommend that buffer zones be established, wherever possible, in order to alleviate potential 
nuisance problems.  

You should provide adequate measures to control dust from the road areas and during the 
various phases of construction.  These measures include, but are not limited to, the following: 
a) Planning the different phases of construction, focusing on minimizing the amount of 

dust-generating materials and activities, centralizing on-site vehicular traffic routes, and 
locating potential dust-generating equipment in areas of the least impact; 

b) Providing an adequate water source at the site prior to start-up of construction activities; 
c) Landscaping and providing rapid covering of bare areas, including slopes, starting from 

the initial grading phase; 
d) Minimizing dust from shoulders and access roads; 
e) Providing adequate dust control measures during weekends, after hours, and prior to 

daily start-up of construction activities; and 
f) Controlling dust from debris being hauled away from the project site. 
 

If you have questions about fugitive dust, please contact the Enforcement Section of the 
Clean Air Branch 
 
 
Clean Air Branch 
(808) 586-4200 
cab@doh.hawaii.gov 
 

Indoor Radiological Health Branch 
(808) 586-4700 
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Attachment 1 
 
Letter dated August 17, 2018 providing comments on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement, including Resolution Providing 
Comments on the Ala Moana Regional Park Master Plan 
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Attachment 2 
 
Approved minutes from the May 22, 2018 Board meeting  
 
 
 
 
 

  

ALA MOANA-KAKA‘AKO NEIGHBORHOOD BOARD NO. 11_____
c/o NEIGHBORHOOD COMMISSION 925 DILLINGHAM BOULEVARD, SUITE 160 HONOLULU, HAWAII, 96817

PHONE (808) 768-3710 FAX (808) 768-3711 INTERNET http:///www.honolulu.gov/nco

Oahu’s Neighborhood Board system – Established 1973

DRAFT REGULAR MEETING MINUTES
TUESDAY, MAY 22, 2018
MAKIKI CHRISTIAN CHURCH

CALL TO ORDER – Chair Ryan Tam called the meeting to order at 7:01 p.m. Quorum was established with
seven (7) members present. Note – This nine (9)-member Board requires five (5) members to establish quorum

No. 11.

ROLL CALL – William Ammons, Michael Zehner, Chair Ryan Tam, K. Russell Ho (Neighborhood Assistant), Jayne
Cloutier, Susan Oppie, Chris Chung, and Ron Komine, Jr.

Board Members Absent – Rodney Chang.

Vacancies – There was one (1) vacancy in Subdistrict 2 – Official boundary description: “Beginning at the junction

Kapiolani Boulevard to Pensacola Street, thence north along Pensacola Street to King Street, thence southeast
along King Street to Keeaumoku Street.”

Guests – Cindy McMillan (Governor David Ige's Representative, Office of the Governor); Raytan Vares (Senator
Brickwood Galuteria's Office), James Stone (House Speaker Scott Saiki's Office); Representative Tom Brower,
Deputy Director Ian Santee (Mayor Kirk Caldwell's Representative, Honolulu Emergency Services Department);
Jaren McCartney (Councilmember Ann Kobayashi's Office), Kurt Tsuneyoshi (Councilmember Trevor Ozawa's
Office), Firefighter Jon Souza (Honolulu Fire Department), Lieutenant Baron Lee and Sergeant Wyllie Lum

Mariano, Franklin Chung, Ronald Higa (Liliha/Puunui/Alewa/Kamehameha Heights Neighborhood Board No.14),

Consultants), and K. Russell Ho (Neighborhood Commission Office).

PUBLIC SAFETY REPORTS

Honolulu Fire Department (HFD) – Firefighter Jon Souza reported the following:
May 2018 Fire Statistics – There were 4 structure, 1 wildland/brush, 9 nuisance (include rubbish fires
outside a structure or vehicle), and 3 cooking fires; 81 activated alarms (no fire), 1,159 medical
emergencies, 23 motor vehicle collisions with a pedestrian, 25 motor vehicle crash/collisions, 2 mountain
rescues, 4 ocean rescue, and 5 hazardous materials incidents.
Fire Safety Tips – Escape Planning
Plan ahead! – If a fire ignites in your home, you may only have a few minutes to escape safely once the
smoke alarm sounds. Everyone needs to know what to do and where to go if there is a fire. The HFD
suggests the following fire pre-planning tips:
o Make a home escape plan.
o Plan at least two (2) ways out of every room.
o Designate an outside meeting place in order to account for all family members. Practice your home fire

drill during the day and at night with your family. The drill should be practiced twice a year, using
different escape plans.

o Teach children how to escape on their own, in case you cannot help them.
o Close doors behind you to help contain the fire as you leave.
If the alarm sounds –
o Get out and stay out! Never go back inside for people or pets.
o If you have to escape through smoke, stay low and go under the smoke. Call 911 from outside your

home.
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Honolulu Police Department (HPD) – Lieutenant Baron Lee introduced Sergeant Wyllie Lum and reported the
following:

April 2018/March 2018 2018 Statistics – There were 17/18 motor vehicle thefts, 11/11 burglaries, 132/149
thefts, 44/53 unauthorized entries into motor vehicles (UEMV), 18/22 assaults, 5/3 sexual assault, 1/3
graffiti incidents, and 12/9 drug offenses. There were 8,002/7,373 calls for service. More statistics can be
found on the HPD website at – www.honolulupd.org.
Safety Tips – Child Safety:
o Teach your children how to use a phone in case of emergencies and to call 911.
o Make sure to keep a list of emergency numbers for your children.
o Teach your children to stay alert when walking outside.
o Teach your children to refuse rides or gifts from anyone unless you know and trust them.
o Teach your children to tell a responsible adult immediately if anyone confronts them.
Neighborhood Security Watch (NSW) – If anyone is interested in joining a neighborhood security watch,
contact the Community Policing Team.

Comments followed:
1. Mango Season – Ammons was concerned about people stealing mangoes from private property. Lieutenant

Lee mentioned that if the mangoes are hanging over public property, then you can pick them.
2. Speeding – Cloutier noted that there is speeding and loud noise from a "muscle car" on Friday and Saturday

nights on Kaheka Street around 1:55 a.m. to 1:58 a.m., which is around closing time for bars. The car turns

the car and call 911. Patrols may monitor the area. Zehner added that the driver may be intoxicated after
bars close.

3. Loud Noises – Sharon Moriwaki mentioned that residents were complaining about the constant loud noises
in the district.

4. Countdown Signal – Oppie commented that pedestrians should not enter the crosswalks after the
countdown signal starts flashing.

5. Unmarked Crosswalks – Chair Tam commented that pedestrians may cross at unmarked crosswalks.
Lieutenant Lee added to make sure it is safe and to make eye contact with drivers.

6. Citizen Participation – Chair Tam reminded the community that the Neighborhood Board system was
started over 45 years ago in 1973 to increase citizen participation into the government decision-making
process and asked for more community input on all agenda items.

FILLING OF VACANCY IN SUBDISTRICT 2 – Official boundary description: “Beginning at the junction of
Keeaumoku and King Streets, south along Keeaumoku Street to Kapiolani Boulevard, thence west along Kapiolani
Boulevard to Pensacola Street, thence north along Pensacola Street to King Street, thence southeast along King
Street to Keeaumoku Street.” As there were no volunteers, Chair Tam deferred this item to the next meeting.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS

At 7:17 p.m. Chair Tam passed the gavel to Vice Chair Zehner.

Consider Resolution Providing Comments on the Ala Moana Park Master Plan – Chair Tam explained the resolution
to provide comments of the Ala Moana Regional Park Master Plan to the Department of Parks and Recreation
(DPR), the Department of Facility Maintenance (DFM), and the Department of Environmental Services (ENV) and
other relevant parties. There four (4) parts:

1. Management and reduction or elimination of wind-blown litter and associated water pollution
2. Control of feral cats and mitigation for impact of toxoplasmosis parasites on native park wildlife
3. Incorporate long-term sustainability and resiliency into the design of park improvements
4. Support safe and convenient means of access for all park users

At 7:19 p.m. Vice Chair Zehner returned the gavel to Chair Tam.

Comments followed:
1. Litter – Oppie was concerned about litter blowing around and out to sea.
2. Feral Cats – Ammons reported that at 5:00 a.m. he saw 60 to 70 feral cats. Oppie added that feral cat feces

polluted the ocean and marine wildlife.
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the motion by UNANIMOUS CONSENT, 7-0-0 (AYE: Ammons, Chung, Cloutier, Komine, Oppie, Tam, and
Zehner; NAY: None; ABSTAIN: None).

Consider Resolution Regarding Removal of Crosswalks – The Department of Transportation Services (DTS) has
sent letters mentioning closure of several crosswalks in the district, according to Complete Streets guidelines. It has
a PowerPoint presentation on its website and they will present at the Tuesday, June 26, 2018 meeting. Chair Tam
will postpone a Board resolution until after the presentation. A resident at Pacifica mentioned the crosswalk near
his residence.

Discuss Bill 89 (2017) CD1 – Relating to Traffic – Chair Tam noted that this bill concerns the banning of left turns

will ask DTS next month and thinks that Mayor Kirk Caldwell vetoed the bill.

PRESENTATION

presented the plans for a Biki Summer Expansion in the Ala Moana/Kaka
Summer Expansion – By the end of June 2018 or early July 2018, Biki proposes to add 30 to 50 stations
to its 100 stations and 1,000 bikes.
Organizational Structure – Unlike in most other municipalities where the City purchases bikeshare
equipment and hires a for-profit operator to run it, Biki is a public/private/non-profit partnership, funded by
federal funds. The Department of Transportation Services (DTS) is the applicant and will own the
equipment. Federal projects are 80% federal funds and 20% local matching funds. Bikeshare Hawaii
fundraised through grants and sponsorships for the local match at no cost to the City. The plans will
coordinate with the City's infrastructure and Complete Streets. There are three (3) new sites proposed in

at Ala Moana Boulevard and Ward Avenue, and at Whole Foods. Espiritu asked for suggestions of other
organizations to reach out to offer a meeting or presentation.
Statistics –
o There were half (1/2) a million rides in just over eight (8) months. Nearly two-thirds (2/3) of the trips are

by Hawaii residents as indicated by zipcodes associated with each trip.
o The first 100 stations were planned with density, destination points, existing infrastructure, and ideal

distance of about 900 feet.
o Organizational Structure – Unlike in most other municipalities where the City purchases bikeshare

equipment and hires a for-profit operator to run it, Biki is a public/private/non-profit partnership.

Comments followed:
1. Other Station Locations – Board members suggested other locations. Espiritu welcomed input.
2. Lime-colored Scooters – Ammons asked about the lime-colored scooters. Espiritu did much research and

connecting with the various government agencies and community groups before rolling out the program
and supported everyone following the rules.

3. Accidents – Espiritu noticed a decrease of vandalism, broken screens, but no major accidents. They had
3,000 members surveyed in 2017. Now, with 6,000 members, they will survey again.

4. Maintenance – A Board member asked about repairs and maintenance. Espiritu answered the question.
5. Rental of Helmets – C. Chung was concerned about providing helmets. Espiritu noted that they have

agreements with bike shops to provide helmets for a small fee of $20.00. C. Chung inquired about helmet
usage in other cities and plans to have helmets on site.

6. Profits, Insurance, and Safety – A resident asked about how much of the profits go to the maintenance of
the sidewalks and about insurance. Espiritu mentioned that any money that comes in goes to paying off the
finances of the existing infrastructure. As to insurance, Espiritu noted that Bikeshare Hawaii holds general
liability insurance in the case of any issue or accident due to a malfunction related to the bike. Chair Tam
suggested looking into personal insurance like at car rental places.

7. Infrastructure – Oppie noted that removing a bike from the rack is like opening a car door. Espiritu noted
that there is a good safety record with a 700,000 track record.

8. Hawaii Bicycling League (HBL) – Bikeshare Hawaii partners with Hawaii Bicycling League to promote Biki
Bicycling Basics workshop, bicycling safety, and rules of the road. A resident added that many tourists may
not know the "rules of the road" and about safety. Education is ongoing.
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9. Accident Reports – C. Chung asked about filing accident reports with HPD. Espiritu will follow up.
10. Final Comments – Chair Tam asked if any Board support was needed. Espiritu replied that none was

needed. A resident suggested targeting affordable housing projects, which may have less number of cars,
and that the community has input.

RESIDENTS' AND COMMUNITY CONCERNS

Neighborhood Board No. 11 would be interested in a joint meeting with other Neighborhood Boards about the Ala
Wai Watershed and Top Golf at the Ala Wai Golf Course. Chair Tam asked if any Board members were interested
in participating in such a joint meeting.

on the Diamond Head-side be moved to the Ewa-side next to McKinley High School. Chair Tam mentioned that
Department of Transportation Services (DTS) came in November 2017 and in January 2018 and noted that the
area was losing parking spaces.

BOARD MEMBER REPORTS AND ATTENDANCE AT OTHER MEETINGS

Board No. 9 meetings and they will put support for the Ala Wai Promenade Project on their agendas.

Community Action Committee (CAC) Report – Chair Tam reported that at the CAC on Thursday, May 10, 2018 they
talked about the homeless issues. They hope to have Dr. Josh Green speak about opening hygiene centers in order
to alleviate demand on hospital and emergency management services at the June 14, 2018 meeting. They
discussed the Hawaiian Electric Company (HECO) development and members are working on a resolution to
present to the Neighborhood Board. As to police presence, Chair Tam talked to Lieutenant Lee before the meeting
and it seems the Koban (police boxes) were not working out very well, due to understaffing. The last item for
discussion was on the DTS installation of a traffic light on King Street near the police station.

ELECTED OFFICIALS

Mayor Kirk Caldwell's Representative – The O‘ahu News May 2018 was distributed and Deputy Director Ian Santee,
Honolulu Emergency Services Department (HESD), reported the following:

69th Annual Mayor’s Memorial Day Ceremony – The 69th Annual Mayor’s Memorial Day Ceremony takes
place on Monday, May 28, 2018 at 8:30 a.m. at the National Memorial Cemetery of the Pacific
(“Punchbowl”). The ceremony is open to invited guest and the public. Please help us collect 38,000 lei to
place on each gravesite at Punchbowl, along with an American flag. Our veterans did not let us down, and
we cannot fail in remembering and honoring them with a fresh flower lei and an American flag on Memorial
Day. Please sew a lei measuring 20 inches to 24 inches in length before tying (about 22 plumeria blossoms)
or please purchase and donate a lei. Lei can be dropped off at any city fire station on Friday May 25, 2018,
from 8:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. For more information, please visit the Department of Parks and Recreation
website, or call 768-3003. Mahalo!
Left Turn Prohibition From Ward Avenue to Hotel Street Extended for One (1) Hour and Creating a Loading
Zone at Neal Blaisdell Center (NBC) – DTS will inform the Board of the status of their investigation by June
2018.
Bike Riding on the Sidewalks – DTS responded that there is no substantial difference between Hawaii
Revised Statutes 291C-148 and the Revised Ordinances of Honolulu (ROH) 15-18.7 regarding bicycle
riding on sidewalks. They both state that bicycle riding on sidewalks is prohibited in business districts. In
non-business districts bicycles may be ridden on sidewalks, but bicyclists must yield to pedestrians and not
ride more than 10 miles per hour. There is an additional ordinance ROH 15-4.6c specific to Waikiki. This
ordinance prohibits riding bicycles, skateboards, and roller skates on any sidewalk in Waikiki. These
ordinances may be enforced by the Honolulu Police Department at their discretion.
Private Streets in Kaka – Department of Facility Maintenance (DFM) has not been involved in property

following roads: Waimanu Street from Dreier Street to Kamakee Street; Kawaiahao Street from Cooke
Street to Kamakee Street; and Queen Street from Ward Avenue to Kamakee Street. On October 28, 2015,
the City discontinued maintenance of the following roads: Ilaniwai Street from Cooke Street to Ward
Avenue; Cummins Street from Queen Street to Waimanu Street; and Queen Street from Cooke Street to
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Ward Avenue. DFM has not maintained these roads after the City’s decision to discontinue maintenance.
Department of Design and Construction (DDC) responded: The survey work is anticipated to begin mid-
June, after control points are set. Title searches are still being researched and reviewed. Appraisals will
follow upon completion of maps and searches.
Parking on South Street – DTS records show that parking is prohibited on both sides of South Street on the

area and in good condition. If parking violations are observed, the Honolulu Police Department should be
contacted as they are the appropriate enforcement agency.
Farmers Market at Neal Blaisdell Center (NBC) – A Board member asked what permits are needed to set
up a free workout/exercise class. Department of Enterprise Services (DES) responded that property is
rented to tenants based on location. Unimproved outdoor space is rented at $.04/sq. ft. (10,000 sq. ft.
minimum). Tenants fill out application and provides format of event. Center checks for availability and
conflicts. Tenant signs contract, pays rental, any equipment or labor costs, and provides insurance
coverage. If they want to offer a class as a part of the Farmer’s Market, they would have to contact the
Farmer’s Market directly, since they are the tenant on record and would have to cover the cost and
insurance liability of an exercise class.
Changing the Light-emitting diodes (LED) Street Lights – Regarding the 3,000/4,000 Kelvin (K) blue lights,
The Department of Design and Construction (DDC) met with the astronomers from the University of Hawaii
(UH) after the cancellation of the first request for proposals (Requests for Proposals [RFP]) for the Island-
wide LED Street Light Conversion project. The astronomers expressed their concerns about the impact to
their observatories that the higher blue wavelength of LED lamps with a color temperature of 4000K versus
LED lamps with lower color temperatures. During the redevelopment of the RFP, LED lamp technology
improved to where LEDs with 3000K met or exceeded the energy savings and illumination requirements of
the 4000K LED fixtures specified in the original solicitation. As such, the LED conversion project will now
have approximately 90% of the new LED street lights with a warmer color temperature of 3000K. Major
streets in commercial/mixed use area with a greater possibility for pedestrian and vehicle conflicts will have

(UH) Institute for Astronomy thanking us for helping to keep the night sky dark by using 3000K LEDs for
most of the City’s streets.
Public Input – Thank you Director Jim Howe and Deputy Director Jeanne Ishikawa for your presentation
about the Water Safety Storage Facility at the Ala Moana Regional Park. Although a Conditional Use Permit
(CUP)-minor does not require coming before the Neighborhood Board, the Board appreciates the notice.

Wednesday, May 9, 2018 and provided information via email and offered opportunity for input from their
group. The Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) is also open to receiving comments from the public,
regarding issues that affect the public use of city parks. Please submit your comments to our general email
address and please be sure to include the contact name, organization (if applicable), and contact
information (phone number, email address, and/or mailing address). DPR’s general email address is:
parks@honolulu.gov and the mailing address is: Department of Parks and Recreation, Kapolei Hale, 1000
Uluohia Street, Suite 309, Kapolei, Hawaii 96707.
Removing Crosswalks – DFM has only removed crosswalks at the direction of DTS through the issuance
of a legal Paint and Sign Work Order. Other City projects not managed by DFM may have not re-installed
crosswalks at unsignalized intersections based on discussions with DTS and liability concerns. DTS
responded that the neighborhood board and residents need to provide specific locations of the crosswalks
of concern. DTS cannot provide a response by general references.

Also, the HCDA has decided to enforce the 180-day rental rule and against Transient Vacation Rentals
(TVR). The Howard Hughes Corporation and the Ward Villages will comply. The Department of Planning
and Permitting (DPP) is not aware of any recent HCDA changes to their TVR policy. DPP takes no position
on the issue as it applies in Kaka .

Comments followed:
1. Farmers Market at Neal Blaisdell Center (NBC) – C. Chung requested more information about the rental

process. Deputy Director Santee directed him to the DES which has its Administrative Offices at the NBC.
2. Crosswalks and Street Lights – Oppie asked where to submit her concerns. Deputy Director Santee noted

that DTS requests specific information. Chair Tam added that DTS will present at the June 2018 meeting.
3. Status of Installing the Traffic Light on King Street across the Joint Traffic Management Center and Cooke

Street – Chair Tam inquired of the status. Deputy Director Santee will follow up.
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4. Transfer of the Hawaii Community Development Authority (HCDA) Parks to the City – Sharon Moriwaki
wanted the details of the transfer. Deputy Director Santee noted that the HCDA transferred the parks to the
City and DPR accepted the transfer.

Councilmember Carol Fukunaga – Chair Tam said that Councilmember Fukunaga could not attend tonight, so Jaren
McCartney distributed her newsletter.

Councilmember Ann Kobayashi – Jaren McCartney distributed Councilmember Kobayashi's newsletter and
reported the following:

Mayor's Veto – Mayor Kirk Caldwell vetoed Bill 89 (2017) CD1 – Relating to Traffic and the City Council
has 30 days to override the veto.
Budget – $100,000 was added to the budget for the Ala Wai Promenade project.

Comments followed:
1. Building Up to Five (5) Stories – C. Chung asked about a bill to allow building up two (2) additional floors

to five (5) stories. McCartney will follow up.
2. Budget – Chair Tam asked about the $100,000 for the Ala Wai Promenade project. McCartney said it would

be on tomorrow's (Wednesday, May 23, 2018) agenda at 9:00 a.m.

Councilmember Trevor Ozawa – Kurt Tsuneyoshi had distributed a newsletter.

State Representative Tom Brower – Representative Tom Brower made his newsletter available and reported the
following:

Budget – Budget numbers were on the second page of the newsletter. Representative Brower was the
House Housing Committee Chair and the Legislature passed $300 million for Affordable Housing and $30
million to create homeless campsites, three (3) on O‘ahu and three (3) on the Neighbor Islands.

Comments followed:
1. Homeless at the Korean Park on Young Street – Two (2) years ago there were two (2) or three (3) homeless,

but now the count is up to 17. Cloutier was attacked by a homeless man, but her husband arrived to help.
When she called the police, they said they could do nothing. Representative Brower had hopes that due to
increased cooperation between the State and City and enforcement that things will improve.

2. Affordable Housing and Homeless Camps – Representative Brower expanded on the issues. The
Legislature will provide $300 million per year in General Excise Tax (GET) exemptions for construction
costs until 2030. Senate Bill 2401 will provide $30 million for support services and infrastructure for the
temporary establishment of Safe Zones (also known as "Ohana zones"). The funds will go through the
Governor's Homeless Coordinator to private providers.

3. "Super Utilizers" – Representative Brower reported that Queen's Hospital spent $146 million in 2015 to
address homeless "super utilizers" of hospital emergency department resources. There are several different
models.

4. $300 Million – Moriwaki asked about the $300 million. Representative Brower explained that it was a
General Excise Tax (GET) tax credit to 2030 to build 25,000 affordable homes for working families at 60%
of Average Median Income (AMI).

House Speaker Scott Saiki – James Stone distributed a neighborhood report and was available to hear concerns.

Comments followed: House Bill (HB) 2275, House Draft (HD) 2 – Chair Tam thanked House Speaker Saiki for his
support for the bill. Stone mentioned that Governor David Ige signed the bill, concerning bringing "private roads" up
to county standards and the HCDA can impose fines. Moriwaki noted that in the bill, there was no enforcement of
fixing the streets. Moriwaki wanted House Speaker Saiki to contact the Chair of the HCDA Board to put this item on
the agenda. Stone will follow up.

State Senator Brickwood Galuteria – Rayton Vares distributed a newsletter and reported the following:
Legislature – The Legislature passed over 200 bills. Several bills were listed in the newsletter, including
Passing and Overtaking Bicyclists (HB2215), which requires the driver of a vehicle passing and overtaking
a bicycle proceeding in the same direction to allow at least three (3) feet of separation and $100 Fine for
Failed Moped Registration (SB2854), which establishes a fine not to exceed $100 for moped owners, who
fail to comply with moped registration requirements. The last page of the newsletter lists the appropriation
for Senate District 12.
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Town Hall Meeting – Everyone is invited to a Town Hall meeting tomorrow (Wednesday, May 23, 2018)
night at the Washington Middle School cafeteria from 6:00 p.m. to 7:30 p.m. House Speaker Saiki and
Senator Galuteria will be there to summarize the Legislative session.

Comments followed: Moped Noise – A Board member asked about lowering the noise level for mopeds. Chair Tam
recalled that several Neighborhood Boards lobbied for the registration and inspection of mopeds. There was
discussion about enforcement. Chair Tam added that this issue may be another item for Neighborhood Board
interaction.

Governor David Ige’s Representative – The Capitol Connection for May 2018 was distributed and Cindy McMillian,
Director of Communications, reported the following:

Commission's statewide report on page 2. On page 4, there is mention of "green jobs" and on page 5,
articles are devoted to protecting the watersheds.
Hawai – Maintaining a

Council and the OEQC. Now, for the first time in more than 20 years, the rules governing the process for
environmental assessments (EA) and environmental impact statements (EIS) are undergoing
comprehensive updating. Public hearings on the latest draft of these rules will be held this month and the
public is invited to make input.

and Chair Tam thanked Governor Ige for signing the bill.
Ala Wai Golf Course – Although Governor Ige was not a golfer, he urged interested parties to work closely
with the City Council and the Department of Land and Natural Resources (DLNR) on following up.

Comments followed: 100% Clean Energy by 2045 – Zehner asked about the cost and other questions. McMillian
will follow up.

AGENCY REPORTS

Hawaii Community Development Authority (HCDA) – No representative was present and no report was available.

Honolulu Authority for Rapid Transportation (HART) – Pat Lee could not attend the meeting and submitted the
following report:

The HOLO card will be Honolulu’s first smart transit card that can be used to seamlessly ride on the city’s
public transit system, whether it’s on TheBus, TheHandi-van, and in the future, on rail. No paper transfers
are needed, just your HOLO Card.
Using the card is easy. In the future, riders will just need to tap your card to the HOLO Card reader every
time you board TheBus, the Handi-van, or when you enter a rail station and hop on board. Each tap debits
a user’s card account for the associated cost of the ride. Fares will be determined by the City’s Rate
Commission.
The HOLO cards will be available to the general public early next year, and you will be able to get your card
at any of the 100 plus stores participating in our retail network, any Satellite City Hall, or at the bus customer
service center at 611 Middle Street.
Once the program starts, you can register your card and create an on-line account at: holocard.net. Doing
so will allow you to add money on your card, monitor your card balance, or easily manage multiple cards
for your family or group. It also protects your account in case your card is lost or stolen; then your balance
can be transferred to a new card.
There will be no regular fees or service charges for using the HOLO card, however there is a $2.00 one-
time charge for a new or replacement card, and a $2.75 minimum when you load or reload funds to your
card.
You can also access HOLO from your web browser on your smart phone, but you don’t need a smart phone,
bank account or the internet to load money on your card.
When the cards become available, you can activate and load money on your HOLO card in several ways:
at holocard.net; by calling (808) 768-HOLO which is “768-4656”; at any of the over a hundred stores
participating the program, any satellite city hall, or at the bus pass office on Middle Street.
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All existing passes will be available on the HOLO card. The current programs for youth, seniors, disability
and those on Medicaid, and other bus pass subsidies will be available on your HOLO Card by registering
for those passes. Everyone six years of age and above will need to have their own HOLO card.
The City DTS, OTS and HART are collaborating on the HOLO Card and will soon launch a pilot program
to test the new HOLO cards on the bus. Once that is completed and the program is in operation, the cards
will become available to the general public.
More Information – For more information on the rail project, please visit our website
www.honolulutransit.org, you can call the project hotline at 566-2299 or email a question to
info@honolulutransit.org.

Comments followed: Base Yard – F. Chung asked if the 40 acre Ala Wai Golf Course was a possible site for the
Rail Base Yard. Chair Tam suggested that he ask Lee.

Honolulu Board of Water Supply (BWS) – Chair Tam reported the following:
Main Breaks Report – There were no water main breaks in May 2018.
BWS General Water Announcement – Over the last several months, we have told you about: The Board of
Water Supply's (BWS) Long-term Financial Plan, Capital Improvement Program Scenarios, the Water Rate
Study, and Subsidies for certain types of customers like Agriculture, Recycled Water, and Non-residential
customers. This month, we are holding public hearings regarding proposed water rates, which are posted
on our website: https://www.boardofwatersupply.com/waterrates. Our first public hearing was on Thursday,
April 26, 2018. If you missed it we encourage you to attend any of the remaining public hearings, which all
start at 6:30 p.m.
o WEST SIDE/KAPOLEI – Monday, May 14, 2018, Kapolei Hale, Ground Floor Conference Room. 1000

o WINDWARD/KANEOHE – Tuesday, May 15, 2018, Benjamin Parker Elementary School Cafeteria, 45-

o CENTRAL/MILILANI – Thursday, May 24, 2018, Mililani Recreation Center #5, 95-1101 Ainamakua
Drive in Mililani.

Any additional meetings will be announced on our website – www.boardofwatersupply.com and via the
media.
If you're unable to attend any of the public hearings, but have questions, or want to make comments, please
write: 630 South Beretania Street, Honolulu, HI 96843; email – contactus@hbws.org; or call the BWS at
748-5041. The BWS wants to hear from you regarding the proposed water rates. The proposed rates can
be viewed at – https://www.boardofwatersupply.com/waterrates.

BOARD BUSINESS

Approval of the April 24, 2018 Regular Meeting Minutes – As the April 24, 2018 regular meeting minutes missed
the April 2018 mailout, they were e-mailed to Board members and guests, who signed up for the e-mail distribution
list. They will be mailed out and voted on next month.

Selection of a New Board Secretary – As there were no volunteers, Chair Tam deferred this item to the next meeting.

Treasurer’s Report – Treasurer Susan Oppie reported that the total expenditures were $45.38 in April 2018, leaving
a balance of $156.96. The Treasurer's report was filed.

PERMIT REVIEWS, HEARINGS, AND APPLICATIONS

Liquor Commission Hearing – Thursday, June 14, 2018 at 4:00 p.m. at 711 Kapiolani Boulevard
The Sake Shop (575 Cooke Street) – Retail General (Package Sales)

Special Liquor License:
1170 Auahi Street – May 4, 2018 from 5:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m.
1240 Ala Moana Boulevard – May 4, 2018 from 4:00 p.m. to 10:00 p.m.
1170 Auahi Street – August 17, 2018 and November 9, 2018 from 5:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m.
685 Auahi Street – June 16, 2018; August 18, 2018; and October 20, 2018 from 5:00 p.m. to 11:59 p.m.

COMMUNITY NEIGHBORHOOD WATCHES
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Mother Waldron Park (525 Cooke Street) – Mondays, 5:30 p.m.;

Keola La – Tuesdays, 5:15 p.m.;
Kolowalu Park (1177 Queen Street) – 1st and 2nd Thursdays, 6:00 p.m.

ANNOUNCEMENTS

Lantern Floating Festival – Monday, May 28, 2018 (Memorial Day) Ala Moana Beach Park, late afternoon
– evening.
Down to Earth Grand Opening – Keawe Street (Pohukaina to Halekauwila Street) will be closed on
Saturday, May 26, 2018 from 9:00 a.m. to 2:00 p.m.

Punchbowl Street and Ala Moana Boulevard.
Next Meeting – The next regular meeting of the Ala Moana/Kaka
scheduled for Tuesday, June 26, 2018 at 7:00 p.m. at the Makiki Christian Church, 829 Pensacola Street.
Upcoming Committee Meeting – The next meeting for Community Action Committee is scheduled for
Thursday, June 14, 2018 at 6:00 p.m. at the Ala Moana Regional Park, McCoy Pavilion Dining Room.

No Loitering – Please do not loiter on Makiki Christian Church grounds after 9:00 p.m. Mahalo.

ADJOURNMENT – As there was no further business before the Board, Chair Tam adjourned the meeting at
8:54 p.m.

Submitted by: K. Russell Ho, Neighborhood Assistant

Reviewed by: Harry Cho, Neighborhood Assistant

Final Review by: Ryan Tam, Chair
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Draft minutes from the November 27, 2018 Board meeting 
 

ALA MOANA-KAKA‘AKO NEIGHBORHOOD BOARD NO. 11
c/o NEIGHBORHOOD COMMISSION 925 DILLINGHAM BOULEVARD, SUITE 160 HONOLULU, HAWAII, 96817

PHONE (808) 768-3710 FAX (808) 768-3711 INTERNET http:///www.honolulu.gov/nco

Oahu’s Neighborhood Board system – Established 1973

DRAFT REGULAR MEETING MINUTES
TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 27, 2018
MAKIKI CHRISTIAN CHURCH

CALL TO ORDER – Chair Ryan Tam called the meeting to order at 7:04 p.m. Quorum was established with six
(6) members present. Note – This nine (9)-member Board requires five (5) members to establish quorum and to
take official Board action. Chair Tam welcomed attendees to the November 2018 regular monthly meeting of the

established to promote citizen participation in the government's decision-making process.

Board Members Present – Rodney Chang, Lynn Mariano, Michael Zehner, Ryan Tam, Susan Oppie, and Chris
Chung.

Board Members Absent – William Ammons, Jayne Cloutier, and Ron Komine.

Vacancies – There were no vacancies.

Guests – Charles Izumoto (Senator Sharon Moriwaki's Office), James Stone (House Speaker Scott Saiki's Office),
Representative Tom Brower and staff member (Representative Tom Bower's Office); Deputy Director Ian Santee
(Mayor Kirk Caldwell's Representative, Honolulu Emergency Services Department); Councilmember Carol
Fukunaga, Cliff Kaneshiro (Councilmember Ann Kobayashi's Office), Firefighter Emile Meder (Honolulu Fire

Martinez (Integrated Multimedia Consultants), and K. Russell Ho (Neighborhood Commission Office).

PUBLIC SAFETY REPORTS

– Firefighter Emile Meder reported the following:
October 2018 Fire Statistics – There were 2 structure fires, and 2 nuisance fires; 26 activated alarms (no
fires), 244 medical emergencies, 3 motor vehicle collisions with pedestrians, 3 motor vehicle
crashes/collisions, and 2 ocean rescues.
Fire Safety Tip: Cooking Safety – Cooking brings family and friends together, provides an outlet for
creativity, and can be relaxing. However, cooking fires are the number one (1) cause of home fires and
home injuries. By following a few safety tips, you can prevent these fires:
o Cook with caution. Be on alert. If you are sleepy or have consumed alcohol, do not use the stove or

stovetop.
o Stay in the kitchen when you are cooking.
o Keep anything that can catch fire, including oven mitts, wooden utensils, food packaging, and towels

away from your stovetop.
o Keep children at least three (3) feet away from the stove.
o If you have a small grease cooking fire, smother the flames by sliding a lid over the pan and turning off

the burner. Leave the pan covered until it is completely cooled. For an oven fire, turn off the heat and
keep the door closed.

o If you have any doubt about extinguishing a small fire, get out of the house and call 911. When you
leave, close the door behind you to help contain the fire.

Honolulu Police Department (HPD), District 1 – Sergeant Ray Lurbe reported the following:
October 2018/September 2018 Statistics – There were 22/10 motor vehicle thefts, 2/10 burglaries, 136/141
thefts, 39/25 unauthorized entries into motor vehicles (UEMV) or break-ins, 24/14 assaults, 7/7 sex
assaults, 0/1 graffiti incidents, and 11/13 drug offenses. There were 6,367/6,337 calls for service. More
statistics can be found on the HPD website at – www.honolulupd.org.
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Pedestrian Safety Tips:
o Be safe and be seen: Make yourself visible all drivers. Wear bright/light colored clothing and reflective

materials. Carry a flashlight when walking at night. Cross the street in a well-lit area at night. Stand
clear of buses, hedges, parked cars, or other obstacles before crossing, so drivers can see you.

o Be smart and alert: Avoid dangerous behaviors. Always walk on the sidewalk. If there is no sidewalk,
walk facing traffic. Stay sober; walking while impaired increases your chance of being struck. Do not
assume vehicles will stop. Make eye contact with drivers and do not just look at the vehicle. If a driver
is on a cell phone, he or she may not be paying enough attention. Do not rely solely on pedestrian
signals. Look both ways before you cross the road. Be alert to engine noise or backup lights on cars
when in parking lots and near on-street parking spaces.

o Be Careful at Crossings: Look before you step. Cross streets at marked crosswalks or intersections.
Obey traffic signals such as WALK/DON'T WALK signs. Look left, right, and left again before crossing
a street. Watch for turning vehicles. Make sure the driver sees you and will stop for you. Look across
ALL lanes you must cross and visually clear each lane before proceeding. Even if one motorist stops,
do not presume drivers in other lanes can see you and will stop for you. Do not wear headphones or
talk on a cell phone while crossing.

Comments followed:
1. Burglary Type: Oppie asked about whether or not the burglaries were business or homes. Sergeant Lurbe

responded that he thought that they were mostly home burglaries, especially during holiday season. He
suggested that neighbors are the most important at helping to prevent burglaries.

2. Homeless: Mariano suggested that the police use the neighborhood watch to monitor the streets, as the
homeless are moved out of the parks. Sergeant Lurbe urged members to call the district administration
section, and that the officers would address the complaints.

3. School Boundaries: Chung asked about school boundaries and extra protections for juveniles around
McKinley High School. Sergeant Lurbe noted that when juveniles commit crimes, they will be addressed,
especially at the schools. More crime is around the intermediate schools than the high schools.

4. Moped Noise Citations: A resident (Brian Bagnall) asked why moped noise citations are not reported in the
police report. Sergeant Lurbe noted that moped noise has decreased somewhat relative to before the
moped registration law was enacted; some noise citations have been given – especially those at the third
watch (night). Sergeant Lurbe also noted that daytime noise enforcement needed to be stepped up.

ELECTED OFFICIAL REPORTS

Mayor Kirk Caldwell's Representative – Deputy Director Ian Santee, Honolulu Emergency Services Department
(HESD) reported the following:

Water workshops throughout the year can be obtained at www.boardofwatersupply.com or at 748-5041.

caused by a contractor working on the building. A temporary sidewalk closure is necessary to properly
repair the damage to the sidewalk and restore access by pedestrians. The contractor is aware of the
inconvenience to the public and will re-open the repaired area as soon as possible.

3. Use of Alarms, Sirens, and Flashing Lights on Fire Engines – When the HFD is dispatched for assistance,
emergency lights and audio-warning devices are activated in accordance with Section 15-4.4 of the Traffic
Code of the City and County of Honolulu. Further, the National Fire Protection Association also identifies
minimum audio-warning devices and emergency lights for fire apparatuses. Audio-warning devices, which
include air horns and lights, facilitate a timely delivery of emergency services. These devices will be used
only as necessary to prevent a delay of emergency services, unnecessary property damages, or loss of
lives by warning drivers and pedestrians that they must yield to an emergency vehicle.

4. Bulky Item Pick-Up around Rycroft, Pensacola, Liona, and Kaheka Streets – The delayed pickup has been
due to lack of available equipment/manpower for bulky item pickup and delays at the end disposal sites.
The Department of Environmental Services (ENV) is planning several changes to its bulky item collection
system that will help to ensure material is collected on time and reduce the amount of unauthorized material
placed out for collection. Changes include hiring more collection workers and increasing public education
and enforcement to ensure compliance with the City's bulky item set-out requirements. ENV also plans to
test an appointment-based collection system for bulky items in the Honolulu area early next year that will
help the City make more efficient use of its collection resources.
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5. Pedestrian Safety Around Ala Moana Area – The Department of Transportation Services (DTS) considers
the evaluation of signals before removing marked crosswalks. For high volume roadways, if signals are
not warranted, and improvements are not feasible, it may be necessary to remove crosswalks in
accordance with the Complete Streets Guidelines. Ala Moana Boulevard is under the jurisdiction of the
State of Hawaii Department of Transportation (HDOT).

Comments followed:

Deputy Director Santee would follow up.
2. Resident (Brian Bagnall) noted that the sidewalk on Kapi Boulevard has been closed for nine (9)

months, and asked how construction contractors are allowed to block the sidewalk for so long of a period.
Mariano commented that contractors should setup a temporary sidewalk, and is wondering why the City is
not enforcing some of these permit regulations.

3. Tam indicated that there was also a resident question about the safety of vehicles turning across the South
Street bike lane, and whether or not warning signs would be needed.

Chung reported that the most accidents in the U.S. occur around the Ala Moana Center and asked for an accident
report for the area. Governor David Ige's Representative said the statistics do not compare "apples to apples," as
they add in the accidents at the Ala Moana Center and those of the State Ala Moana Boulevard. Councilmember
Fukunaga is promoting pedestrian-activated crossing signals instead of crosswalk removal. What is the DTS
response? No response.

Councilmember Carol Fukunaga – Councilmember Fukunaga distributed her Neighbor to Neighbor newsletter and
acknowledged the turnout at the Climate Change Forum in October. Fukunaga indicated that the Blaisdell turnout
was the largest out of all the regions – over 150 people. Fukunaga highlighted that one of the key issue for the
Office of Climate Change, Sustainability, and Resiliency is identifying what actions the City should prioritize first.
There will be another forum that will be held with an expert from the Netherlands. The National Climate Assessment
Report has a grim outlook for the Pacific Islands and Hawaii if we do not prepare for sea level rise and climate
adaptation, and there are lots of concerns about the long-term safety and security of the Ala Moana-Kakaako areas.
We also want to make sure that the rail transit line and the key transportation assets along the southern shore are
safeguarded. There are about 12 years to come up with some immediate strategies.

Comments followed:
1. Mariano asked about collaborations between the HPD and the neighborhood watches with regards to

homeless and park closures. Councilmember Fukunaga indicated that maintenance was a function of the
Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR). The Mayor proposed two (2) pieces of legislation [Bill 51 and
52] to prohibit the obstruction of sidewalks or illegally lodging on sidewalks. The Council did amend these
bills and is requiring an action plan as to where the homeless would go in each council district. The Mayor’s
administration did submit a Homeless Action Plan, but the Council did want a timetable to ensure that the
services and house are available to support police enforcement. The City is looking to the State for
additional help on stabilization, detox, and crisis beds that are attached to medical services. The next step
is to work closely with the police, city, and state counterparts. Councilmember Fukunaga also noted that
the neighborhood security watches have a good ongoing relationship with the beat officers, who can work
with the homeless outreach team and others to work together to address the issues.

2. Tam noted that getting services into the community is something which the Board could help out with.
3. Chung noted that extreme temperature changes put more energy into the climate system, and asked what

could be done to protect low-lying areas such as Ala Moana. Councilmember Fukunaga responded that
there needed to be a broad-based, team effort between city, state agencies and communities. The dangers
are not just sea level rise and hurricanes, but could include extreme weather: intense rains could also
include trees, boulders, and flooding. Need to develop resiliency plans—community emergency response
teams. Manoa and Ewa Beach have organized into smaller neighborhoods where people can pull together
to protect themselves.

Councilmember Ann Kobayashi – Cliff Kaneshiro distributed Councilmember Kobayashi's District V newsletter and
highlighted that the city pools would be heated later in the season that normal. Councilmember Kobayashi also
introduced a resolution to urge the City administration to adopt a Vision Zero policy, which is a comprehensive
strategy to eliminate traffic deaths and injuries. Kaneshiro was available to hear concerns.

Councilmember Trevor Ozawa – Councilmember Ozawa's Community Report was available.
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State Representative Tom Brower – Representative Tom Brower made his Neighborhood Board Report available
and noted that the HPD does report muffler citations to the Waikiki Neighborhood Board as part of their crime
statistics report. Representative Brower thinks that there is a new type of muffler which may be increasing noise
issues.

Comments followed: Driver's License Renewal Procedures – Chung asked about the driver's license renewal
procedures, and found that the written tests elsewhere have more questions and requires more correct answers.
Representative Brower indicated that this is less of a state issue, but is willing to help do research. Chung indicated
that more education could help to improve safety.

House Speaker Scott Saiki – James Stone distributed a Neighborhood Report and was available to hear concerns.

State Senator Sharon Moriwaki – Charles Izumoto attended on behalf of Senator Moriwaki and is looking for
suggestion for legislation. Senator Moriwaki intends to hold many Town Hall meetings.

Governor David Ige’s Representative – Chair Tam mentioned that Cindy McMillian, Director of Communications,
could not attend. The November 2018 issue of the Capitol Connection was provided.

AGENCY REPORTS

Hawaii Community Development Authority (HCDA) – Garrett Kamemoto reported that the Board approved the
restoration of the historic Universal Building along Ward Avenue and its conversion to a Patagonia store.

Comments followed:
1. Parks Transfer – Chung asked about the status of the parks transfer to the City. Kamemoto indicated that

a resolution was to be heard at the City Council Parks Committee to approve the transfer, and would go to
the full Council in December.

indicated that there would be more to report in the next month. The Board did authorize the Executive
Director to take an enforcement action.

Honolulu Authority for Rapid Transportation (HART) – Pat Lee reported the following:
The first nine (9) rail stations on the west end of the project are expected to be completed by the middle of
next year (2019). The three (3) stations in Kapolei (West Oahu Stations Group): Kualakai at the Kroc

68% completed. The Farrington Highway Stations Group in Waipahu: Ho
at Mokuola and the Halaulani station at Leeward Community College (LCC) are about 80% completed. The
Kamehameha Highway Stations Group in Pearl City, Aiea and Halawa: Waiawa at Pearl Highlands,
Kalauao at Pearl Ridge Center and Halawa at Aloha Stadium are 51% completed.
Park-and-Ride facilities are planned at UH West Oahu, at Pearl Highlands, Aloha Stadium, and near the
Kroc Center. These total 4,100 parking stalls.
Interim service opening between the Halawa and Kualakai stations is planned for the end of 2020.
Rail work also continues between Aloha Stadium and Middle Street, where crews are building the
foundations and columns near Pearl Harbor and the airport. Workers will start erecting the guideway soon.
This segment contains four (4) stations, including one (1) serving the Daniel K. Inouye International airport.
Advanced utility relocations are taking place to make way for the rail columns, guideway and stations
between Middle Street and Ala Moana Center. This work is “task order” driven to minimize disruption to
area businesses and residents. In this area, Honolulu Authority for Rapid Transportation (HART) has
contractors performing “potholing” to locate underground utilities. Wet utilities include sewer and water
lines, and dry utilities are gas, electrical, tele-communication lines, etc. Royal Contracting is doing potholing
on Halekauwila between Keawe and Coral Streets and NAN, Inc. will be doing potholing and probing work

Holiday Work Restriction – As part of the Annual Holiday Travel Work Restriction period in collaboration
with the State Department of Transportation and the City Department of Transportation Services, there will
be no planned rail construction work- related lane closures during the Holidays. Details are available from
HART.
For more information on the rail project, the HART website is www.honolulutransit.org, you can call the
project hotline at 566-2299 or email a question to info@honolulutransit.org.
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Chair Tam asked about processes to notify the community about construction. Lee indicated that the contractor
would be doing periodic community meetings (quarterly). The contractor is also canvassing door-to-door to talk
about the upcoming construction work.

Honolulu Board of Water Supply (BWS) – Chair Tam read the BWS report and noted that there were no water main
breaks in October 2018. The BWS also wanted remind customers to be wary of potential scams involving fraudulent
phone calls or visits from people claiming to represent the water agency. The BWS does not call customers outside
its business hours of Monday to Friday, 7:45 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., to request for payment. BWS does not call
customers, demand payment, and does not ask for credit card payment. Customers need to safeguard your
personal information and hang up on suspicious callers. If you feel pressured for immediate payment or personal
information, hang up the phone and call BWS customer service at 748-5030 during normal business hours. During
other times, call the Honolulu Police Department (HPD) at 911.

PRESENTATIONS

Partners have been working for two (2) years on a concept for an inclusive destination playground, constructed
solely through private funds and then donated to the City and County of Honolulu, designed by local children, for
all children, free to all families.

Inclusivity: One (1) in seven (7) children has some form of disability or difference that makes it difficult or
impossible to access play opportunities in traditionally-designed playgrounds. Our project is designed with
all children in mind, so that each can experience the joys, challenges, and growth that comes through play.
Inclusivity does not mean that every piece of equipment will be accessible in a uniform way for all kids. It
does mean, however, that every part of the playground provides spaces and ways for all children to be a
part of the action. Inclusive design is also mindful of the needs of family members with disabilities, including
kupuna and veterans, so that all families can enjoy the playground together. At this time, there is no free
inclusive play opportunity available in Hawaii.
Designed by local children: We asked each City Councilmember to nominate two (2) schools in his or her
district to be survey sites for our project. We worked with upper and lower elementary classrooms in these
schools to solicit insight, ideas, and requests from students, through approximately 480 returned surveys.
Classrooms then selected representatives to send to our Student Charrette on Saturday, April 28, 2018.
Four (4) age-grouped meetings, which also included some private school students, were led by our
playground designer. The outcome of the charrette changed our initial design drastically.
Safety and Sustainability: We want to the playground to be a safe environment at all times, and to look as
good in 10 years as it does the day it opens. To accomplish these goals we have put much time and effort
into non-play considerations:
o The playground will be fenced, with one (1) point of patron entry, and one (1) additional access point

for emergency vehicles.
o The playground will operate under special rules, like the tennis courts, its hours of operation will differ

from the park's hours. These rules will also allow Park Rangers and HPD to remove people, who are
not using the playground for its intended purpose.

o Retail quality restrooms, constructed for playground usage only. These will be cleaned hourly and
locked off when the playground is not open. There will be an adult-sized changing table in the family
restroom.

o A new concession will be built, and run by a vendor to be selected by the City. The concept is a local-
style crack seed store, with healthy option grab-and-go foods, and convenience items that will enhance
playground visits. The concession will provide presence during playground hours, which is shown to be
a key factor in safety. They will also maintain the restrooms.

o A work space for HPD will be part of the new building. Providing access to a desk, Wifi and a clean
restroom at night will promote their presence during hours of closure.

o An office space for the Park Ranger program will also be provided in the new building.
o

maintain the playground after gifting it back to the City. So, while it will be a City park, maintained by
the City, if, for some reason, there is damage at the playground and it cannot be addressed quickly,
Pa

o A Hawaii Sense of Place – Our first meeting at the beginning of the project was with the cultural
descendants of this area. They have been supportive and involved throughout, including being part of
the Student Charrette. The Polynesian Voyaging Society is working closely with us on the design and
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concept of the playground. Special features of the playground include a large star compass, and to-

Comments followed:
1. Timing: Mariano asked about timing of the project development process. Pakkala responded that the

intention was to submit for a permit later this year. The fundraising effort has started, and the hope is to be
able to start construction next year. Construction should take six (6) to seven (7) months. Everyone working
on the project to date have been community volunteers.

2. Maintenance: Mariano also asked about future maintenance. Vara responded that the playground will be
gifted back to the city, and that it will be a city responsibility to maintain. As part of the gift agreement,

playground will always be maintained. Pakkala indicated that the intention is to do extra fundraising and
maintain an extra stock of items that typically need replacement, like swings. They are also working with
the City Council for the concession to be able to support the playground, but that remains to be seen.

3. Control: Chang asked about how the use of the park will be controlled during operation. Pakkala noted that
like other City parks, nobody is monitoring the playground – its intended for families to come and monitor
their own children. Pakkala has been talking to the Mayor’s Office and various City Councilmembers to talk
about a suggestion from the Honolulu Police Department (HPD) to have a Park Ranger assigned to the
playground. Park Rangers could be trained to identify when HPD should be called in. The proposed HPD
comfort station would also help the safety of the area. Vara noted that there will be special rules for the
playground, like the tennis courts, and will help the ranger and HPD to manage use of the playground. The
intention is that the presence of a concession will also help safety, and that the concession would maintain
the cleanliness of the restrooms to a retail standard as part of the lease requirement. Food would be allowed
in the park.

4. Development: Oppie asked if this would be part of the Ala Moana Beach Renovation project. Pakkala
indicated that the project did come about organically, and did come about in reaction to the master plan
process. Pakkala went to the Mayor’s Office and indicated that they thought that they could fundraise for
the playground, so it went into the Master Plan.

5. Climate Change: Oppie asked about how climate change fits into this plan. Teves noted that there will not
be a lot of modifications to the existing ground. Buildings will be built to code.

6. Staffing: Mariano commented that the DPR is short-staffed. There may need to be additional staffing to
control complicated playground features like the zip lines, for example. Pakkala indicated that all of the
equipment is made for a public park and are all very straightforward to use. It will be a 100% public park.

7. Fundraising: Resident asked about the fundraising goal and whether it will be part of the Environmental
Impact Statement. Vara indicated that they are getting a new construction price quote.

8. Sea Level: Resident commented that within nine (9) to 10 years, the King Tides will already be up to the
shopping center, and that the area will be flooded, unless a sea wall is built and the ground level is raised.
Resident questioned if another location could be considered, since the area will be unusable in the future.
Vara indicated that land is the biggest challenge. The site needed to be close to public transportation, so
that when the agreement was put together for this site, the group chose to pursue it. It could be a pilot
project for inclusive play, and that it is the first. Pakkala noted that there are no City/State/government
funds for this project, and that it is completely private.

9. Fence: Chung suggested that the fence could be higher in order to deter vandalism at night. Pakkala
indicated that more families using the park would help to improve safety.

Condo Funds Investment – Liz Masterfano noted that the law for association of apartment owners (AOAO) requires
that all funds must be deposited into a financial institution in the State of Hawaii. The issue is that banks on the
mainland are offering higher rates of return, and that there is no reason to keep the money in Hawai since
everything is electronic these days. Masterfano is looking to the Board for a resolution or a petition to obtain a
hearing when the Legislature convenes in January 2019.

Chang noted that a law provides for a securities broker or mutual funds, which could also achieve the
outcome of higher rates of return. Masterfano indicated that CD laddering is what is being offered, and that
it doesn’t work well if the desire is to keep funds liquid.
Chair Tam suggested that Masterfano could talk to the legislators, and that this is more of a State issue.
Mariano suggested that this be discussed at a later time.

RESIDENTS' AND COMMUNITY CONCERNS

forwarded on.
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Upcoming Neighborhood Board Elections for the 2019 to 2021 Term – Neighborhood Assistant Ho noted that
elections are held in odd-numbered years for a two (2)-year term. Applications will be open from December 2018
to February 2019. Elections will be held in March 2019 and April 2019. The new term begins on Monday, July 1,
2019. The Neighborhood Commission Office (NCO) needs to get the information out to the people.

Chair Tam suggested that outreach could be done to the Condo Board Associations.
Zehner said that outreach could occur in front of the buildings.

Construction on Kapiolani Boulevard – Chair Tam noted that there was concern about damage to the monkeypod
trees for the new building across from 24-hour fitness.

BOARD MEMBER REPORTS

Attendance at Other Meetings – Chair Tam attended the Climate Change forum on Monday, October 29, 2018.

Community Action Committee (CAC) Report – The CAC talked about the Ala Moana Beach Park Playground and
the Ala Wai Promenade Project and a potential idea to put lighting.

Chair’s Report – No report.

UNFINISED BUSINESS

Consider Resolution Regarding Ke – Chang noted that he was not in favor of increasing

corridor. People will have cars until Rail takes off, and that more development will create more congestion. Chang
is okay with development, but not increasing the floor area ratio (FAR) or the height limit. Mariano added that the

to be more community input.
Chang would make a motion to ask the City Council not to allow the increased FAR from 5.0 to 7.5 and
increasing the height ceiling from 350 feet to 400 feet in the mauka precinct.
Chung noted that Transit-Oriented Development (TOD) means that people should not have a private car.
This makes the units less attractive for developers. You can build a taller building, but not with parking
spaces. That is not transit-oriented development.
Oppie is also concerned about the effect of traffic. Chang noted that Liona Street currently has parking on
both sides of the street, and makes it very difficult for traffic to pass in both directions. Sheridan Street can
be backed up for twenty minutes, when Wal-Mart and Sam’s Club are doing their deliveries.
Chang further clarified that the area is from Rycroft Street mauka.

does not support any changes from the proposed height limits and floor area ratios that are in the Ala
Moana TOD Plan, without further studies and public input, regarding traffic impacts and circulation. The
Ala Moana/Kaka DOPTED the resolution, 5-0-1 (AYE: Chang, Chung,
Mariano, Oppie, and Zehner; NAY: None; ABSTAIN: Tam [recused, due to employment with the Rail]).

Consider Resolution Regarding Alder Street Development – Oppie indicated concerns with the Alder Street
development, and wanted more input from the agencies and developer regarding support for at-risk youth and the
combination of the two (2) communities. Chair Tam clarified that the facility would stay. Chang concurred that there
needed to be more input, especially on the inclusion of the probation office. Chair Tam indicated that he could
provide these comments to the developer without a formal resolution, and that we would welcome additional input
with the developer.

NEW BUSINESS

Consider Resolution Regarding Ala Moana Beach Playground – Chair Tam provided a draft resolution.
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supports the concept of a community partnership to develop a premier destination public playground at
the Ala Moana Regional Park. Oppie noted the resident concern with the location of the playground. A resident
also noted the concern about additional traffic and parking demands created by the playground, but that the concept
is good for the community, but not Ala Moana.

Chair Tam handed the gavel to Zehner at 9:00 p.m.

Mariano suggested a change to the motion to incorporated “or other locations” into the resolution. Chair Tam noted
that the Ala Moana site is what is under consideration; not any other locations (such as Mother Waldron Park).
Chair Tam suggested that the suggestion for the alternate site could be provided separately in a comment letter.

ADOPTED the resolution, 5-1-0 (AYE: Chang, Chung, Mariano, Tam, and Zehner; NAY: Oppie; ABSTAIN:
None). Tam noted that the comment letter would include concerns from Oppie and the resident would be included
in a comment letter.

(the Board) supports the enforcement of Chapter 206E, to maintain safe public access and mobility; and
that the Board further urges the State of Hawaii and the City and County of Honolulu to resolve any
outstanding issues regarding public access and privately-owned roads in Kaka
O‘ahu.
resolution by UNANIMOUS CONSENT, 6-0-0 (AYE: Chang, Chung, Mariano, Oppie, Tam, and Zehner; NAY:
None; ABSTAIN: None).

Discuss Park Security Pilot Project – Chair Tam tabled this item until the next meeting.

Consider Resolution Regarding Condo Funds Investment – Chair Tam tabled this item until the next meeting.

Discuss/consider Resolution Regarding Blaisdell Center Master Plan – Chair Tam indicated that members could
provide comments individually to the City. Chung indicated that the McKinley High School is now willing to consider
development, and that Hawaiian Electric Company (HECO) is also looking to develop their property. Chang moved

County of Honolulu to consider integrating the Hawaiian Electric Company (HECO) parcel and McKinley
High School into the Neal S. Blaisdell Center Master Plan. As there were no objections, the Ala

Chung, Mariano, Oppie, Tam, and Zehner; NAY: None; ABSTAIN: None.

Post-Thanksgiving Community Reflection – There was no discussion, as has been done in the past.

BOARD BUSINESS

Board Representative's Report for the Oahu Metropolitan Planning Organization (OahuMPO) Citizen Advisory
Committee (CAC) – Ammons was not present and no report was available.

Approval of the October 23, 2018 Regular Meeting Minutes – No report was available.

Treasurer’s Report – Treasurer Susan Oppie reported that no report was available.

PERMITS, HEARINGS, AND APPLICATIONS
Blaisdell Center Master Plan – The 30-day comment period for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(DEIS) for the Blaisdell Center Master Plan will end on Monday, December 10, 2018. The DEIS may be
viewed at: http://oeqc2.doh.hawaii.gov/EA_EIS_Library/2018-11-08-OA-DEA-Neal-S.-Blaisdell-Center-
Master-Plan.pdf.
Ala Wai Canal Bridge Alternatives Analysis – The City and County of Honolulu Department of
Transportation Services (DTS) is conducting a pre-assessment consultation on a proposed pedestrian,
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bicycle, and emergency response bridge or modifications to one (1) or more existing bridges located along
the Ala Wai Canal. More information is available at: www.honolulu.gov/completestreets/alapono.

COMMUNITY NEIGHBORHOOD WATCHES
Mother Waldron Park (525 Cooke Street) – Mondays, 5:15 p.m.;
Sheridan Park (833 Pi – Monday/Tuesdays, 7:00 p.m.;
Keola La
Kolowalu Park (1177 Queen Street) – 1st and 2nd Thursdays, 6:00 p.m.
Atkinson Towers (419A Atkinson Drive) – Tuesdays, 6:00 p.m.

ANNOUNCEMENTS
Upcoming Meetings - Chair Tam indicated that Climate Change meeting will held on Wednesday,
November 28, 2018. A hearing on the Ward Avenue repaving will be held on Thursday, November 29,
2018.

scheduled for Tuesday, January 22, 2019.
Upcoming Committee Meetings – The next meeting for Community Action Committee (CAC) will be held
on Thursday, December 13, 2018 at the Ala Moana Regional Park, McCoy Pavilion Dining Room.

No Loitering – Please do not loiter on Makiki Christian Church grounds after 9:00 p.m. Mahalo.

ADJOURNMENT – As there was no further business before the Board, Chair Tam adjourned the meeting at
9:12 p.m.

Submitted by: K. Russell Ho, Neighborhood Assistant and Ryan Tam, Chair
Reviewed by: Jackson Coley, Public Relations Specialist
Reviewed by: Lynn Marino, Secretary
Reviewed by: Ryan Tam, Chair
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Stephanie Kendrick <skendrick@hawaiianhumane.org>
Sent: Wednesday, July 25, 2018 11:26 AM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Cc: rkroning@honolulu.gov
Subject: Comments in support of the Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements EIS
Attachments: AlaMoanaDogParkComments7-25-18.docx

Mahalo for the opportunity to submit comments in support of the Ala Moana park EIS, especially as it relates 
to a proposed dog park at the Ewa end of Ala Moana Regional Park. 
Aloha, 
Steph Kendrick | Public Policy Advocate 
Hawaiian Humane Society 
808.356.2217 
HawaiianHumane.org 
 

 
 

 
P.S. – Enjoy beautiful ocean views spanning from Hawaii Kai to Waimanalo during our 7th 
Annual Makapuu Sunset Benefit Hike on Saturday, July 28. Register here to join the fun and help 
Oahu’s animals! 
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Date:   July 25, 2018 
 
To:   Mayor Kirk Caldwell, City and County of Honolulu 
   Joanne Hiramatsu, director of planning, Belt Collins Hawaii LLC 
 
Submitted By:  Stephanie Kendrick, Public Policy Advocate 
   Hawaiian Humane Society, 808-356-2217  
 
RE:   Comments in support of the Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island 

Improvements EIS as it relates to a proposed dog park at the Ewa end of 
Ala Moana Regional Park 

 
 
Aloha Mayor Caldwell and Ms. Hiramatsu,  
 
The Hawaiian Humane Society supports the plan to create a dog park at the Ewa end of Ala 
Moana Regional Park as outlined in the Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island 
Improvements EIS.  
 
Dog parks are a valuable resource and a welcome step toward the integration of pets into our 
daily lives.  
 
According to a 2015 Ward Research survey, about 55 percent of Oahu households reported 
owning pets and about 43 percent reported owning dogs. The greater Kakaako area is being 
transformed into one of Oahu’s fastest growing residential neighborhoods and demand for 
infrastructure that supports the needs of pet owners is sure to increase. 
 
The Society applauds the City for considering the needs of responsible pet owners and their 
animal companions as it makes progress toward the refurbishment of Ala Moana Regional Park. 
 
Please let me know if I can be of any assistance. 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Winston Welch <winston@outdoorcircle.org>
Sent: Wednesday, August 22, 2018 2:08 PM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov
Cc: rkroning@honolulu.gov; Winston Welch; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Draft EIS Comments from The Outdoor Circle re: Ala Moana Park

Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements Draft EIS response from The Outdoor Circle 

August 22, 2018  

To whom it may concern: 

The Outdoor Circle wishes to comment on the revised proposals for Ala Moana Beach Park from the Draft EIS with 
comments due August 22, 2018.  

We applaud the city for looking at improving all parks and streetscapes which are done with care and deep 
thoughtfulness. Many of our parks are suffering from lack of maintenance and deferred maintenance, sometimes of 
decades as is with the Ala Moana Park, and we understand that this is part of the city’s plans to improve all parks island-
wide. 

These comments below will not address the overall plans of the Draft EIS, but instead, will address some of The Outdoor 
Circle’s concerns with the Draft EIS and plans presented therein. 

Please note that these comments are mainly of a critical nature and do not convey our deep appreciation for work to 
improve the park, and kindly accept that here as a general understanding. 

Background:  

The Outdoor Circle has been actively involved in many aspects of the beautification of the city over more than a century 
and continues its role as advisor and watchdog group, advocating for better green spaces, protection and enhancement 
of the natural and scenic beauty of Hawaii, and increased livability. 

The Outdoor Circle, involved with Ala Moana Beach Park since its conception and creation, is critically interested in the 
well-being and care of this and all of Hawaii’s and Honolulu’s parks. In the Draft EIS as mentioned on page 676, in the 
nomination form submitted in 1988 for the National Register of Historic Places for the park, it mentions this connection 
to The Outdoor Circle explicitly: “The idea of a park on the present side of Ala Moana can be traced to the 1920s, and an 
interest in civic beautification among socially prominent Honolulu women, especially those involved with the Outdoor 
Circle. Louise Dillingham, who was president of the Outdoor Circle from 1929 to 1931 and a member of the city’s Shade 
Tree Commission, the predecessor of the Honolulu Park Board, was an outspoken proponent of the park and fashioned 
some of the initial ideas for the park’s form.” This role of The Outdoor Circle as instrumental in the creation of the park 
is also mentioned in Section 2.3.2 of the Draft EIS (page 62), and on page 572 of the Draft EIS:  “The park was especially 
backed by the Outdoor Circle, a club organized in 1911 by the wives of prominent Honolulu businessmen who organized 
to beautify and clean the city (Watts 1993:50). This group wielded a large influence and was instrumental in municipal 
planning. They were the main organization that led the push to ban large roadside advertising signs in Hawai‘i in 1927 
(Watts 1993:154). The club envisioned Ala Moana as a park that could be used by all of the people of Hawai’i.” 

The Outdoor Circle has continued to be actively involved in the park, most recently and notably planting many trees on 
Magic Island, working to prevent removal of trees from Magic Island for a concert, and in negotiating additional trees be 
placed in the park to offset removal of trees caused by development across the street from the park.  
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 With such a background, the City and County was remiss on not specifically including The Outdoor Circle as one of the 
organizations it consulted during the “early consultation period.” There were other organizations which should also have 
been consulted, such as Hawaii 1000 Friends and Sierra Club, as well as the Greater Waikiki Outdoor Circle and Scenic 
Hawaii. In Section 1.6.2, line 23, it indicates that on December 23rd, 2017 that an EISPN (EIS Preparation Notice) was 
mailed to interested parties. We do not have knowledge of that mailing, but it is possible that it came and was 
overlooked. Nevertheless, it would be good to make a concerted and repeated attempt to contact known interested 
parties such as TOC. 

In any event, even the organizations which were purportedly sent the EISPN in Table 1-2 under “Special Interest and 
Stakeholder Groups” have only TWO responses of the dozens listed. Obviously, The Outdoor Circle was not the only 
group which was missed in actually being contacted and consulted in any meaningful way. This may not actually be the 
case, but it appears so in the Draft EIS and speaks to the need to have more serious outreach and contact with these 
groups. 

  

Please include The Outdoor Circle as an interested stakeholder for any and all open-space, green-space and all parks-
related issues. Also, any issues of trees and issues with climate change or livability should also include The Outdoor 
Circle as a matter of regular course. Mahalo for this opportunity to comment on this and future matters so that we 
can continue to be good partners with the City. 

  

On to the Draft EIS document itself: 

In Section 1.1, line 19 notes that there are over 1000 trees on site. We are unsure whether this is an accurate count, and 
in any event, while the sentence goes on to say that there is ample shade. We would disagree with that point and ask 
that the city put in a large number of new trees, so that much more of the park is shaded over time in line with the 
Mayor’s and City Council’s Resolutions to cover 35% of Honolulu with trees by 2035, with more of that in our parks to 
make up for areas unable to have trees. Our parks, along with all other areas in the city are going to experience dramatic 
increases in heat and in urban heat islands. Trees are the only effective method to reduce temperatures significantly and 
are the only appropriate method in parks to increase canopy shade coverage. If we do not plan for significantly more 
trees at this time, much of the park will simply be too hot to enjoy in a few years’ time. 

We ask that the city create a complete canopy over all sidewalks, parking and parking lot areas and leave as many 
existing trees in place as possible while doing any revisions. We would like to walk through with certified arborists to 
review any changes to existing locations of trees on a tree by tree basis. 

Larger tree wells are critical for trees growth, health and ability to produce a shade canopy and should be mandatory in 
any revisions planned. The drawings do not show tree well areas and the tree canopy is not clearly seen over the parking 
areas on one rendering, but is shown more so on page 447, Figure 2. In any event, more trees should be planned to 
cover the entire asphalt surface. To do this, they need large tree wells to grow naturally as trees. 

In Section 1.1, line 21, it is noted that many “Exceptional Trees” are in the park. We are concerned that these very trees 
mentioned are slated to be removed, and we believe unnecessarily so. We request that we are able to work with the 
city on saving these Exceptional Trees, which are protected by law. It is easy to say that they are breaking the concrete 
or some other issues, but they are living and important beings, entitled to our full protection as has been recognized 
when these trees were exceptionalized. All other measures must be considered before removal. 

In Section 1.3.2, line 27, “tree health” is mentioned as a community concern. Cutting down Exceptional Trees or others 
in the park that are mentioned for removal such as on an expanded parking lot at Magic Island, McCoy Pavilion, 
reconfiguration of the mauka parking stalls, or currently in the promenade that would be impacted by a proposed 
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widening would obviously impact the trees, especially those that would be damaged or killed in the process. We implore 
the city to not do this, and take all measures to put the welfare of the trees at the top in all considerations of any 
proposed actions. 

In Section 1.6.2, two public meetings listed in line 16 and 19 do not constitute sufficient public consultation. This is why 
the controversy about any renovations/changes has been strong—the public simply has not been adequately consulted-
-or at least the perception of that is there. The third and last public meeting on this noted later on Section 1.6.2 line 3 for 
the meeting of January 29th, 2018 was very much an informational session, not one of meaningful input by the public. 
This is why many residents left feeling disenfranchised and unheard. Whether the individual ideas are good or bad or 
neutral, citizens must be deeply engaged in these projects, not informed with minor ability to talk about plans already 
made. This should be a priority of the administration to get public buy-in. 

While the document also later mentions in Section 1.6.3 “Other Outreach,” and the “Project Website” with over 30,000 
comments, what was done with these comments? Were they tabulated in some way? It is unclear. 

In Section 2.3.1 a Dog Park is proposed. We are supportive of this, since dogs contribute to the well-being of their 
owners and encourage physical activity and enjoyment of the outdoors. The area, and city as a whole are not adequately 
served by dog parks, so the addition of a dog park in this area is a vital need. It will also help keep the park cleaner as 
noted in concerns of some residents. 

In Section 2.3.5 “Parking” it is not clear from the diagrams of the proposed reconfiguration and enlargement of the 
“Keyhole” parking in front of McCoy Pavilion nor at Magic Island includes any provision for large shade canopy trees—
this must be addressed. The Outdoor Circle also would like to see the increase in tree wells to allow for the trees to 
develop and grow over time to allow for complete canopy coverage over the otherwise hot asphalt parking lots. This 
was also addressed in a prior comment. 

In Section 2.3.6 the “Makai Shared-Use Path” specifically mentions the original plan to have the shoreline walkway be 
designed with a ‘line of trees for shade.’ We would like to see this plan enacted with any new revision to the park.  

There are many concerns that bikes, skateboards, Segways, scooters and other wheeled vehicles (not including 
wheelchairs) do not belong on a mainly pedestrian promenade since there are inherent dangers mixing pedestrians with 
moving vehicles like these. Perhaps the city can widen the promenade, but move the bikes and other wheeled 
transportation methods on a separate path through the park as is mentioned to use the shared-use path along the canal 
or perhaps an additional shared use path mauka of the proposed parking along the street in the park. The demand to 
ride bikes through the park may not be sufficient to warrant the dangers of having a mixed-use path on the promenade. 
This is a park and not a thoroughfare, so the complete streets ordinance regarding various modes of transportation may 
not be appropriate for this area to implement widely. As is noted in the draft EIS on line 22, it is already crowded with 
joggers, runners, walkers and cyclists. Eliminating hazards of bicyclists and people walking should be paramount for both 
groups. Especially if the city will continue to allow parking on the makai side of the park, doors opening and people 
unloading cars, etc, will present additional dangers to moving vehicles on the promenade, and thus pedestrians as well 
as vehicles swerve to avoid doors. It with a little irony noted that the drawings presented in this portion of the Draft EIS 
show no vehicles on the multi-use shared path. 

What is clear is that the public wants a ‘shaded pathway’ as in Line 33, but the drawings do not indicate much shade as 
seen in Figure 2-8. Perhaps it is the drawings, but the trees to be utilized should be ones which will provide large 
amounts of shaded areas in a canopy fashion that is contiguous along the promenade. 

In Section 2.3.7 “Roosevelt Portals” the bright turquoise Biki bikeshare detracts from the scenic beauty of the park 
entrance and the historic nature of the entrance and gates. The Biki stop should be removed or moved out of sight more 
Diamond Head if kept in the area. The same is true of all Biki bike stands obstructing view planes, such as on Kuhio 
Beach Park—they are a visual blight upon the natural beauty of the ocean and park. They are inconsistent with the view 
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plane residents and visitors alike expect to see without visual pollution of ads and commercialization. Please relocate 
them outside of the view plane. 

In Section 2.3.8 Kamakee Street Entrance, we would oppose the concrete “Entry Portals.” They detract from the natural 
and scenic beauty of the park and will undoubtedly be covered in graffiti. It is not necessary to ‘complement’ the 
Roosevelt Portals. They stand alone as architectural history and do not need to be embellished with concrete on the 
Kamakee side. The exisiting Biki stop should be relocated out of the view plane as well. 

In Section 2.3.12 “McCoy Pavilion and Banyan Court Renovations” is also an area of concern for The Outdoor Circle. The 
city is proposing killing four of the banyans and removing them from their namesake area. The building itself is listed as 
being rated in “fair” condition. Other efforts may be made to put in root barriers to stop damage to the buildings, but 
keep the trees in good health. The surface of the court and pavilion can be made non-hazardous by various methods of 
infill, bricks, or other materials. Removing Exceptional Trees should be considered as the very last option after other 
remedies are considered. We would like to be specifically consulted on this further. 

As noted in Section 4.5.2 The Exceptional Tree Act passed in 1975 has the County Arborist Advisory Committee to review 
all actions deemed by the City Council to endanger exceptional trees—this will fall under that category, since these trees 
are afforded protection under Act 105. Any action that may endanger these trees should be reviewed by the Arborist 
Advisory Committee. Some permit or permission would be required to remove these trees that is not listed in Section 
5.4 regarding Exceptional Trees, but this must be researched further after no other reasonable actions could be taken to 
save these trees. 

Joshlyn Sand’s email referenced in the same Section 5.4 (page 188) on the “Exceptional Trees” in the park should be 
seen as more comprehensive on Exceptional Trees than the report on page 725 of the Draft EIS in the report presented 
by SWCA Environmental Consultants/Belt Collins Hawaii LLC. The latter report does not cover as comprehensively the 
exceptional trees in number or scope as Joshlyn Sand does, although one exceptional tree may be missing from the 
email report in the Keyhole parking lot (total of two). 

A detailed map of trees and information including GPS coordinates also exists at The Outdoor Circle website. 

Additionally, we emphasize that as noted in Section 8.1 no removal or trimming of any trees near suspected Hoary Bat 
roosts nor White Tern nests should be undertaken in times which are listed in the Draft EIS. Additionally, no construction 
on other projects near these sites should also take place lest it disturb the breeding and brooding areas. 

Finally, while it is not specifically addressed in the Draft EIS, the topic of over-lighting is an increasing scenic and health 
concern. Light pollution from unshielded lights and LED lights using too much blue spectrum is destroying our dark skies. 
The light pollution emanating from the park should be addressed with shielding and minimal lighting sufficient for 
safety. We don’t want nor need the park to look like a prison yard at night, and this should be addressed (light shields, 
reduction in brightness, non-use of the bluest LEDs which contribute to ill-health) in the EIS and remedies for this for 
lights currently in place. 

Thank you for this opportunity to give comments on the Draft EIS and please contact us for follow up questions or for 
work together on the further beautification of the People’s Park—Ala Moana Park. 

Mahalo nui loa, 

Winston Welch 
Executive Director 

The Outdoor Circle 
1314 South King Street, Suite #306 
Honolulu, HI 96814 
808-593-0300 
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www.outdoorcircle.org
winston@outdoorcircle.org
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Historic Hawai‘i Foundation Detailed Review Comments – Historic Architectural Resources 
 

HHF Comments Ala Moana Park DEIS 
Attachment: Detailed Comments on Historic Effects 

August 22, 2018 
Page 1 of 11

The following discussion addresses the historic architectural features listed in Table 4-3, in the order in 
which listed.  Next to the feature name is the proposed action number (if any) from the Proposed Action 
list in Chapter 2. 
 

Historic Feature 
[Year built] 

DEIS Proposed Work 
(from Table 4-3 / and Chapter 2) 

DEIS Proposed Effect / Mitigation 
(from Table 4-3) 

2.3.5 & 2.3.6 - 
Thoroughfare/ 
Looped Drive 

Remove grass and trees at makai 
walkway to widen makai walkway into 
shared-use path 
Add drop-off areas to makai side 
Add perpendicular parking to mauka 
side 
Remove trees lining mauka side 

Effect: Yes 
 

1932 Mitigation:  
Architectural Recordation: 
Addendum to HALS HI-21  
(5 large-format shots) 

 
Comments: The Original Promenade ran parallel to the ocean (no beach) branching off of the Central 
Terrace and Pergolas in the ‘Ewa and Diamond Head directions. It was designed by Catherine Jones 
Richards and Robert Oliver Thompson in 1931 as a shoreline walkway with a line of trees for shade.  
 
HHF concurs that this Oceanside feature of the park should be improved and adapted to 
contemporary uses in conjunction with the Central Terrace and Pergolas (2.3.13) 
 

According to the DEIS, “during the scoping meetings, the public asked for a wider and shaded pathway 
that could serve a variety of recreational needs and purposes.” (DEIS p. 2-21) 
Sketches currently shown in Figure 2-8 are not fully developed and do not address the separation of 
overlapping uses (pedestrian, runners, group exercise, bicycle & skateboard, ADA accessibility, etc.) 
Connection to the Central Terrace and Pergolas is not fully developed. 
Design of this space needs to also coordinate with the street trees and parking on the mauka side of the 
drive into a fully developed whole. 
The shared use path along the canal, mentioned in the DEIS, is not addressed or incorporated into the 
overall plan. 
Question the parking dimensions shown for perpendicular parking 

o Parking lot standards recommend minimum 24’ wide driveway 
o 19 foot stalls do not adequately address the significantly larger SUV’s and trucks that are 

obstructions in multiple lots around town. 
 

Historic Feature 
[Year built] 

DEIS Proposed Work 
(from Table 4-3 / and Chapter 2) 

DEIS Proposed Effect / Mitigation 
(from Table 4-3) 

2.3.2 - Hawaiian 
Lagoon 

Improve edges and 
hardscaping 
Add viewing area 

Effect:  Yes 

1932 Mitigation: 
Architectural Recordation: Addendum 
to HALS HI-21  (4 large-format shots) 

Plant Hawaiian plant specimens / 
landscaping 
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Historic Hawai‘i Foundation Detailed Review Comments – Historic Architectural Resources 
 

HHF Comments Ala Moana Park DEIS 
Attachment: Detailed Comments on Historic Effects 

August 22, 2018 
Page 2 of 11

2.3.2 - Japanese 
Lagoon 

Add walkway leading to a seating area Effect:  Yes 

1932 Mitigation: 
Architectural Recordation: Addendum 
to HALS HI-21 (4 large-format shots) 

Plant Japanese specimens landscaping 
 
Comments:  The ponds and canal were a single concept in the historic design for both aesthetic and 
functional reasons. 
 
HHF concurs with proposed rehabilitation if the design is consistent with historic standards and 
guidelines, for these significant historic features with adaptations for appropriate contemporary 
uses. 
 

Remnants exist of original pond edge walls on which to base reconstruction design 
Disagree that edge treatment to be determined by “existing topography…along with park staff input.”  
This is a listed historic property and rehabilitation work should be designed by a landscape architect who 
meets the SOI professional qualifications1, preferably with experience in Japanese garden design. 

 2.3.11). 
 

Historic Feature 
[Year built] 

DEIS Proposed Work 
(from Table 4-3 / and Chapter 2) 

DEIS Proposed Effect / Mitigation 
(from Table 4-3) 

2.3.4 - Drainage 
Canal Repairs 

The park was constructed on reclaimed 
fill which has limited bearing capacity. 
For sections of canal wall that have 
failed propose replacement with a 
precast concrete panel, finished to 
match adjacent surface (two 
approximately 100-foot segments). 
Adjacent existing sound walls to be 
reinforced with concealed structure 
behind canal wall and below grade, 
with the face re-plastered to match 
existing. 

Effect:  Yes 

1932 Mitigation: 
Architectural Recordation: 
-Addendum to HALS HI-21 (5 large-
format shots) 
Preservation: City will ensure that repairs 
are done in an historically appropriate 
manner 

 
HHF concurs with this rehabilitation approach and long-term preservation of this important 
historic feature. 
 

Historic Feature 
[Year built] 

DEIS Proposed Work 
(from Table 4-3 / and Chapter 2) 

DEIS Proposed Effect / Mitigation 
(from Table 4-3) 

2.3.3 - Pedestrian 
Entrance 

“Formal entrances at Pi‘ikoi Street and 
Queen Street would enhance pedestrian 

Effect:  Yes 

1 The Secretary of the Interior's Historic Preservation Professional Qualification Standards https://www.nps.gov/history/local-
law/gis/html/quals.html  

Historic Hawai‘i Foundation Detailed Review Comments – Historic Architectural Resources 
 

HHF Comments Ala Moana Park DEIS 
Attachment: Detailed Comments on Historic Effects 

August 22, 2018 
Page 3 of 11

Expansion – 
Pi‘ikoi Street 

ingress/egress to the Parks and provide 
for emergency pedestrian evacuation 
from the Parks.” (2.3.3) 

The current pedestrian bridges around 
Pi‘ikoi Street and Queen Street are 
offline with the street’s crosswalk 
The proposed crossing and new 
entrances would align with the 
crosswalks over Ala Moana Boulevard. 
The Park boundary wall fronting the 
new entrances will be removed to 
increase safety and access while 
entering and exiting the Park. 
Adding additional pedestrian access at 
the center of the Park would direct less 
pedestrian traffic toward the vehicle 
entrances which would promote public 
safety. 
Wider access points along Ala Moana 
Boulevard, across from new and 
existing developments, would 
encourage more pedestrian, and less 
vehicle traffic, from these high-density 
areas. 
A rail station is proposed on the mauka 
side of the Ala Moana Center and near 
Pi‘ikoi Street. A pedestrian crossing to 
the AMRP could benefit those using 
the rail for transportation to the Parks. 

Non-Historic Mitigation: 
Architectural Recordation: 
[Included in Canal Repairs Mitigation 
above] 

 
Comments:  In the historic 1931-32 and 1936 plans the Pi‘ikoi entrance is the central focal point of the park 
opposite the Central Terrace. 
 
HHF concurs with the intent to implement this central pedestrian entrance, although within the 
larger context of developing the central axis across to the Central Terrace and Pergolas (item 
2.3.13). 
 

Proposed plan fails to address the space in between the Pi‘ikoi entrance and the Central Terrace on axis 
at the beach 
The existing rock wall along Ala Moana Boulevard is historic, therefore removal would constitute an 
adverse effect 
The emphasis on pedestrian access is not consistent with the parking increases and roadway 
“improvements” which are driving the plan. 
The rendering presented in Figure 2-4 does not match the culvert/bridge design in Appendix D-3 
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Historic Hawai‘i Foundation Detailed Review Comments – Historic Architectural Resources 
 

HHF Comments Ala Moana Park DEIS 
Attachment: Detailed Comments on Historic Effects 

August 22, 2018 
Page 4 of 11

The wide expanse of concrete shown in Figure 2-4 does nothing to create a “sense of entry” into this 
important urban space 

 
HHF concurs with the proposed boxed culvert and bridge railing design (Appendix D-3) enhanced 
with appropriate landscaping at Pi‘ikoi. 
 

Historic Feature 
[Year built] 

DEIS Proposed Work 
(from Table 4-3 / and Chapter 2) 

DEIS Proposed Effect / Mitigation 
(from Table 4-3) 

2.3.3 - Pedestrian 
Entrance 
Expansion – 
Queen Street 

The [3] secondary main entrances could 
also alleviate pedestrian traffic 
congestion during large events like the 
4th of July Fireworks Show or during an 
emergency. 

Effect:  N/A 

Non-Historic Mitigation:  N/A 

 
Comments:  Assuming that the Pi‘ikoi entrance is developed into an inviting pedestrian entrance, the three 
remaining small bridge crossings (Ward block, Queen Street and Park Lane) should remain secondary, 
enhanced with landscaping, and not be relocated or widened. 
 
The proposed Queen Street entrance lands the visitors behind the blank tennis court wall, which hardly 
provides a ‘sense of entry.’ HHF disagrees with widening this secondary entrance leading to a blank 
wall. 

 
Historic Feature 

[Year built] 
DEIS Proposed Work 

(from Table 4-3 / and Chapter 2) 
DEIS Proposed Effect / Mitigation 

(from Table 4-3) 
2.3.13 – High Spot 
Improvements / 
Central Terraces, 
Pergolas 

“No work” per Table 4-3 
Mention of the “High Spot” was 
recorded in earlier documents and was 
referred to as the “central terrace.” This 
was part of the Richard and Thompson 
design. The “terrace” was described as 
“raised with a retaining wall.” 

The High Spot offers a larger 
picnicking area with closer beach 
access and an ocean view.  
Today, the High Spot is underutilized 
due to broken amenities (picnic 
benches) and access issues.  
The stairs leading to the raised area are 
narrow, uneven, and difficult to use for 
those using wheelchairs and strollers.  
The trees around the High Spot are 
overgrown and would need 
maintenance.   

Effect:  N/A per Table 4-3 
Mitigation:  N/A per Table 4-3 
 

1932 

Historic Hawai‘i Foundation Detailed Review Comments – Historic Architectural Resources 
 

HHF Comments Ala Moana Park DEIS 
Attachment: Detailed Comments on Historic Effects 

August 22, 2018 
Page 5 of 11

The City proposes to bring people 
back to this area by adding an ADA-
compliant ramp in place of the stairs 
and to restore the picnicking areas by 
adding more benches and sitting areas. 

 
Comments:  The original Central Terrace design in the 1931-32 park plan was on axis with a proposed 
central pedestrian entrance across from Pi‘ikoi Street. (Figure 24 – Appendix D-2). In the 1936 
McCoy/Bent design it was flanked by pergolas with trees and trellises (Figure 36 – Appendix D-2). 
 
HHF disagrees with the description of “no work” in Table 4-3 as it is contradicted by section 2.3.13 
of the “Proposed Action” list where alterations are proposed to character-defining features of the 
historic Central Terrace and Pergolas.  
 
HHF concurs that this Central Terrace and the adjacent Pergolas features of the park should be 
repaired and adapted to contemporary uses in conjunction with the Shared Use Path (2.3.6), and 
the proposed Pi‘ikoi Pedestrian Entrance (2.3.3).  Appropriate rehabilitation should include: 

Replace missing trellises 
Restore historic walls and steps 
Provide ADA access with minimal alteration to historic features, separate from the restored stairs 
Design a connection to the proposed Pi‘ikoi pedestrian entrance as envisioned in the 1936 Plan 
complete with hardscape, water features and landscaping. 

 
Historic Feature 

[Year built] 
DEIS Proposed Work 

(from Table 4-3 / and Chapter 2) 
DEIS Proposed Effect / Mitigation 

(from Table 4-3) 
Landscaping and 
Vegetation 

See Banyan Court, Looped Drive, and 
Keyhole Parking for information 

Effect:  See Banyan Court, Looped 
Drive, and Keyhole Parking for 
information 

ca. 1932 Mitigation:  See Banyan Court, Looped 
Drive, and Keyhole Parking for 
information 

 
Comments:  Proposed work in all three areas consists of significant removal of trees, some exceptional, with 
no plan to replant. 
 
HHF strongly disagrees with this component of the Proposed Action.  A significant missing 
component of the “Master Plan” is a master landscaping plan, even if proposed for implementation in 
phases, prepared by a landscape architect meeting the SOI professional qualifications. Any tree removal 
should require a one-for-one replacement policy. 
 

Historic Feature 
[Year built] 

DEIS Proposed Work 
(from Table 4-3 / and Chapter 2) 

DEIS Proposed Effect / Mitigation 
(from Table 4-3) 

Spatial 
arrangement; 

“no work” per Table 4-3 and not listed 
in  “Proposed Action” list in section 2.3 

Effect:  N/A per Table 4-3 
Mitigation:  N/A per Table 4-3 
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Alternating areas 
of foliage and open 
space 

 

ca. 1932 
 
Comments:  A significant missing component of the Ala Moana Plan is the lack of an overall 
landscape master plan, prepared by a landscape architect meeting the SOI professional 
qualifications. 
 

Historic Feature 
[Year built] 

DEIS Proposed Work 
(from Table 4-3 / and Chapter 2) 

DEIS Proposed Effect / Mitigation 
(from Table 4-3) 

2.3.7 Entry Portals 
/ Scalloped Walls 
(Roosevelt Portals) 

Maintenance repairs to the Roosevelt 
Portals are proposed to restore and 
preserve their historic character. 

A corrosion-inhibiting concrete 
penetrating sealer is the recommended 
material to be used by the structural 
engineers to protect the outer surface 
of the portals from moisture without 
disturbance to its historical nature. 
A separate structural assessment was 
not completed 

Setting:  Figure 2-9 indicates proposed 
improvements to the entry site. 

#6 – Planting screen 
#7 – Shade trees 

Effect:  Yes 

1934 Mitigation:  
Preservation: City will ensure that repairs 
are done in an historically appropriate 
manner 
 

 
Comments: HHF concurs with the restoration/rehabilitation and long-term preservation of this 
important historic feature.  However, the description of work falls short of including the related 
scalloped walls, plaza and restored planting. These elements should be included. 
 
A thorough structural investigation with repair methods should be performed in conjunction with an 
architect and/or engineer meeting the SOI professional qualifications. 

Repair materials, details and finishes should match the existing and comply with SOI Standards for 
Restoration.  
This analysis and repair, although not mentioned, should extend to the adjacent historic scalloped walls 

 
Proposed Setting 

The purpose, location and nature of the proposed “planting screen” is not described.  An introduced 
landscape feature should not obstruct the view of the portals. (Figure 2-9, item 60) 
The type and location of the proposed shade trees is not described.  (Figure 2-9, item 7)  

 
Introduction of street trees, and other landscape features, while not to be discouraged, should be developed 
within the context of an overall professionally designed, long-range landscape plan.  
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Historic Feature 
[Year built] 

DEIS Proposed Work 
(from Table 4-3 / and Chapter 2) 

DEIS Proposed Effect / Mitigation 
(from Table 4-3) 

2.3.9 - Equestrian 
(bridle) canal 
bridge 

Per Table 4-3: Repairs to underside of 
bridge 
Maintenance repairs to the Bridle Bridge 
are proposed to restore and preserve its 
historic character. 

Details of the construction of the 
bridge are not available 
A more recent structural assessment 
of the AMRP pedestrian bridges 
found the condition of the Bridle 
Bridge to be poor to fair.  
It is recommended that repair of the 
Bridle Bridge with current industry 
standard materials be undertaken as 
soon as possible to stop the corrosion 
and repair the foundation.  
A railing should be added as 
recommended, with the design to 
match that of the existing 

Effect:  Yes 

1934 Mitigation: 
Preservation: City will ensure that repairs 
are done in an historically appropriate 
manner 
 

 
Comments:  HHF concurs that this significant historic feature needs to be preserved and repaired;  
however, the proposed work falls short of the complete rehabilitation which is essential for the 
long-term preservation of this significant historic feature.   
 

A thorough structural investigation and repair methods should be performed in conjunction with an 
architect and/or engineer meeting the SOI professional qualifications. 
Concur with a restoration with appropriate materials matching original design and finishes.   
Disagree with added height of railing.  This safety feature, if required, should be a simple curved metal 
railing which is differentiated from, and secondary to, the historic concrete bridge 

 
Historic Feature 

[Year built] 
DEIS Proposed Work 

(from Table 4-3 / and Chapter 2) 
DEIS Proposed Effect / Mitigation 

(from Table 4-3) 
2.3.5 – Keyhole 
Parking Area 

Per Table 4-3: Change configuration of 
the historic keyhole layout; remove 
grassy 
open area and convert to 
formal parking lot. This parking area 
contains two exceptional trees. 
Scope: Reconfigure McCoy Pavilion, 
“keyhole”, parking to optimize the 
number of parking spaces. 

Three parking layouts were considered 

Effect:  Yes 

ca. 1935 Mitigation:   
Architectural Recordation: 
-Addendum to HALS HI-21 (4 large-
format 
shots) 
 
Preservation: 
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Originally the keyhole area was chosen 
to replace the makai parking along the 
beach drive. 

- Exceptional trees will be avoided. 
Layout along ‘Ewa side revised from 
original proposal to avoid work within 
tree driplines; stall count reduced by 27. 

 
Comments:  HHF disagrees that this significant historic feature is an “underutilized” area and thus 
should be to be sacrificed to added parking. 
 
This relatively intact driveway loop is one of the earliest features of the park to be installed adjacent to the 
Sports Pavilion, as depicted in a 1935 photograph showing construction of the Sports Pavilion (Appendix 
D-3, page 16,). There is ample documented evidence of the keyhole design for recreational use dating back 
to the 1936 McCoy plan.  

The Ala Moana Park website lists three picnic sites within the keyhole area (sites 19, 20 & 21) (Appendix 
D-2, figure 4). 
The least bad parking option is Option 3, which retains the circular keyhole layout and loses only 7 
parking stalls compared to the destructive Option 2 plan. 
Of consideration are the observations noted in the Parking Study (Appendix C) which show the greatest 
need for parking at the far west end of the road and the Magic Island areas, not the McCoy Pavilion 
area. 
Rationalization for increased parking is in conflict with discussion of encouraging pedestrian traffic at 
proposed Pi‘ikoi entrance and with City’s TOD intention to encourage rail travel over private vehicles. 

 
Historic Feature 

[Year built] 
DEIS Proposed Work 

(from Table 4-3 / and Chapter 2) 
DEIS Proposed Effect / Mitigation 

(from Table 4-3) 
Sports Pavilion “no work” per Table 4-3 and not listed 

in  “Proposed Action” list in section 2. 
Effect:  N/A per Table 4-3 
Mitigation:  N/A per Table 4-3 1937 

 
This singularly historic feature should be rehabilitated following historic preservation standards. 

Note that the “no work” statement is in conflict with Section 7.1.2 “Impacts on the Natural 
Environment” which states that “McCoy Pavilion and Banyan Court Plaza will be … repaired and 
renovated to the original condition.”2 

 
Historic Feature 

[Year built] 
DEIS Proposed Work 

(from Table 4-3 / and Chapter 2) 
DEIS Proposed Effect / Mitigation 

(from Table 4-3) 
Banyan 
Courtyard 

McCoy Pavilion and Banyan Court was 
once known as the “Sports Pavilion and 
Banyan Court” before it was renovated 
and reopened in 1978. The renovations 
were mostly done for the Sports Pavilion 
and they included: meeting rooms, a 
large auditorium to host events, dining 
hall, kitchen, dressing room, 10 
restrooms, administrative offices and 

Effect:  Yes 
Mitigation:   
Architectural Recordation: 
Addendum to HALS HI-21 (6 large-
format shots) 

Plant four new banyans where four 
large Exceptional banyans will be 
removed. (Table 4-3) 

 

1937 
 
2.3.12 – McCoy 
Pavilion and 
Banyan Court 
Renovation 
1975 

2 DEIS Chapter 7, Summary of Impacts, p. 7-4 
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storage, 10 tennis courts, and open 
outdoor lanai areas. 
The Banyan Court and McCoy 
auditorium have the most damage due to 
the banyan tree roots growing under 
them. 

In order to address the physical 
condition of the courtyard and 
auditorium, the City proposes to 
remove the four exceptional banyan 
trees in the courtyard.  
An update to the kitchen and dining 
facility is also proposed. 
Plans to add a restaurant and more 
food vendors could be considered in 
the long-term future. 
Planting of a replacement tree(s) will 
also be considered. 

 
Comments:  The description of McCoy Pavilion in 2.3.12 as the renovation of the historic Sports Pavilion 
and conversion to auditorium and related spaces is completely incorrect.  Furthermore, plans to update the 
dining facilities and kitchen, which may also affect the Historic Sports Pavilion, have been deferred to a later 
date. 
 
HHF strongly objects to omitting the rehabilitation/preservation of this orig inal, and most 
significant building in the park, from what purports to be a long-term plan for the treatment of a 
significant historic resource. 
 

Historic Feature 
[Year built] 

DEIS Proposed Work 
(from Table 4-3 / and Chapter 2) 

DEIS Proposed Effect / Mitigation 
(from Table 4-3) 

Tennis Courts “no work” per Table 4-3 and not listed 
in  “Proposed Action” list in section 2. 

Effect:  N/A per Table 4-3 
Mitigation:  N/A per Table 4-3 1937 

 
Comments: HHF agrees with avoiding impacts to this historic feature. 
 

Historic Feature 
[Year built] 

DEIS Proposed Work 
(from Table 4-3 / and Chapter 2) 

DEIS Proposed Effect / Mitigation 
(from Table 4-3) 

2.3.17 - Lawn 
Bowling Green 

“no work” per Table 4-3 and not listed 
in “Proposed Action” list in section 2. 
The Lawn Bowling facility was installed 
during the original establishment of the 
Park’s recreational amenities in the late 
1930s. It was another design by Harry 
Sims Bent. 

Effect:  N/A per Table 4-3 
Mitigation:  N/A per Table 4-3 
 1939 

Renovated 1966-67 
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Like the playground, immediate plans 
for the multiuse facility are not 
imminent. 

 
Comments:  It is essential that any master plan for the Ala Moana Park include coordination 
between the historic Lawn Bowling facility, the “Keyhole Area” and the Sports Pavilion / Banyan 
Court / McCoy Complex. 
 

Additional roposed work with potential to affect historic resources: 
  
Feature  DEIS Proposed Work HHF Comments 
2.3.8 - 
Kamakee 
Street 
Entrance 

Plans for the Kamakee Street Entrance were included 
with earlier design plans, but were never 
implemented.  
 
The coral walls that border the entryway are historic, 
but understated in comparison with the Park’s 
historic theme. 
 
The proposed plan is a new entry gate that would 
complement the Roosevelt Portals at the Atkinson 
Drive Entrance (Figure 2-10).  

The updated entry would include a new park sign 
and designed wall over the existing coral wall to 
emphasize the area.  
Entry portals for the pedestrian entrance are also 
proposed.  

 
The landscaping around the entryway will be included 
in the update. 

HHF concurs with creating a 
ssecondary sense of entry at 
the Kamakee Street end of the 
PPark. 
The existing historic low rock 
walls should not be altered. 
(Standard #9)3 

New walls, entry portals and 
signage should complement 
the historic, but be 
differentiated. 
Complementary design of 
added features and 
landscaping should be 
performed in conjunction 
with an architect and a 
landscape architect meeting 
the SOI professional 
qualifications. 
Provide the original proposed 
plans for this entrance 

 
Feature  DEIS Proposed Work HHF Comments 
2.3.15 - 
Proposed 
Playground 
 

The immediate goals of the master plan are to 
address the condition of the existing facilities of the 
Parks before adding larger scale amenities.  

Plans for the playground are currently being 
considered with a potential sponsor.  

The playground is proposed between the Diamond 
Head concession building and the Hawaiian Pond. 
This area is currently not an active area of the Park. 

HHF is concerned about the 
safety of locating a children’s 
playground next to an open 
water source. The historic 
feature of the lagoon includes 
open access with no vertical 
barriers, like fences. The 
playground will either need to be 

3 Standard 9: “…new construction will not destroy historic materials, features and spatial relationships that characterize the 
property.” 
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fenced or should be relocated to 
a safer area.  

 
Feature  DEIS Proposed Work HHF Comments 
2.3.11 –  

Crossing and 
Canoe Launch 
Ramp 

last 10 years and it is located near the Atkinson Drive 
entrance to the AMRP and the Ala Wai Boat Harbor. 
Canoe paddling was gaining popularity which 
prompted public need for a new canoe storage 
facility. 

The canoe launch is located across Ala Moana Park 
 

Currently, the canoe paddlers are crossing Ala 
Moana Park Drive with large canoes causing safety 
and traffic concerns. 
The current launch ramp is proposed to be 
replaced with two longer concrete ramps for easier 
access to the water. 

Other proposed improvements could include 
additional  landscaping along the boat harbor side of 
the road such as trees and seating areas. 

The location of the Canoe H  
near the historic Hawaiian Pond 
presents a good opportunity to 
incorporate aspects of both 
along with appropriate 
landscaping and other amenities 
as a coordinated whole. 

The crossing and launch ramp 
need to be coordinated with 
the Magic Island Shared Use 
Path, parking and landscaping 
into an overall addition to the 
Ala Moana Park Master Plan. 

 
Feature  DEIS Proposed Work HHF Comments 
2.3.16 - 
Relocate 
Maintenance 
Base Yard 

Relocation of the maintenance base yard to a more 
central location in the AMRP is considered, but will 
be a long-term project. The details of the relocation 
have not been designed or determined 

Key historic features of the park 
are located in the central section.  
Planning for a Base Yard Facility 
needs to be incorporated into 
the overall land use planning, 
design and landscaping to avoid 
future conflicts of space 
allocation and recreational use 
of the park. 

 
Feature  DEIS Proposed Work HHF Comments 
2.3.18 - 
Relocate 
Ocean Safety 
Office 

Relocation of the Ocean Safety headquarters has 
been discussed and brought to the attention of the 
landowner during the outreach meetings, but it is 
considered a long term project. The details of the 
relocation have not been designed or determined. 

As with the Maintenance facility, 
plans for relocation of the safety 
office need to be incorporated 
into the overall land use 
planning, design and landscaping 
to avoid future conflicts of 
space allocation and recreational 
use of the park. 
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human and natural environment.  
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August 17, 2018

Mayor Kirk Caldwell Director Robert Kroning Joanne Hiramatsu
kcaldwell@honolulu.gov rkroning@honolulu.gov jhiramatsu@bchdesign.com

Re: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements DEIS

Aloha Mayor Caldwell, Director Kroning, and Ms. Hiramatsu:

The Trust for Public Land supports the City and County of Honolulu’s proposed compromise to widen the
makai shared use path at Ala Moana Regional Park (“the Park”) and increase total parking stalls, and also
supports the City’s proposal to diversify park uses though the addition of a dog park and a playground, all
while increasing public parking/access to the Park and our beloved shoreline. The Park needs these much
needed improvements and renovations, as well as continued maintenance. Honolulu’s urban core resident
population and visitor numbers are increasing, placing greater stress on existing outdoor recreation
infrastructure and parks. We applaud the City’s efforts to meet diverse needs of Park users.

We have only one comment regarding the Lei of Parks, a long standing community driven effort to connect
parks along O‘ahu’s South Shore from Diamond Head (Le‘ahi) to West O‘ahu through an interconnected
network of walking, biking, and shared use paths. Ala Moana Regional Park, Kewalo Basin Park, and Kaka‘ako
Waterfront Parks are key parts of the Lei of Parks. Given that all three parks may come under the City’s
ownership and/or management in the future, we suggest considering connecting the shared use paths
between the three parks. The Lei of Parks idea has been supported in various state, city, and park plans for
many years. Connecting the parks would give Honolulu’s increasing urban core resident population easy
access to the parks, enhance park users’ options for jogging, walking, and biking, and activate all three parks,
creating a healthy, more livable Honolulu for generations to come.

Mahalo for this opportunity to comment.

Very truly yours,

Lea Hong
Hawaiian Islands State Director
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March 25, 2019 

VIA EMAIL: alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com
Belt Collins Hawaii LLC 
Attn:  Ms. Joanne Hiramatsu 
2153 North King St., Suite 200 
Honolulu, HI  96819 

 RE:  Ala Moana Regional Park EIS (Second Draft) 

Aloha Ms. Hiramatsu: 

The Trust for Public Land is part of a coalition of community organizations that 
supports the concept of the Lei of Parks or Lei of Green – that would connect 
connect a makai path for pedestrians and bicycles from Diamond Head to West 
O‘ahu.  In September 2018, the coalition organized Lei of Parks Family Day -- a 
one-day “pop-up” that for one day temporarily connected Ala Moana Regional 
Park to Kewalo Basin Park to Kaka‘ako Waterfront Park.  In over 200 surveys 
taken that day, people overwhelmingly supported the connection of Ala Moana 
Regional Park to Kewalo Basin Park. 

Bike Network 2020 requires that a new bike path connection be made on the 
‘ewa side of Ala Moana Regional Park that continues around Kewalo Pasin Park.  
We hope that any improvements to the park, including the mauka and makai 
paths, will connect to Kewalo Basin Park. 

The coalition strongly supports this connection and is willing to work with the City 
and stakeholders to make this a vision reality. 

Mahalo - 

Hawaiian Islands State Director 
Edmund C. Olson Trust Fellow 
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August 17, 2018 
 

 
 

To: Honorable Kirk Caldwell, Mayor 
 Robert Kroning, Director Design and Construction 
 Joanne Hiramatsu, Belt Collins Hawaii 
 
From:  Friends of Kewalos, Community non profit organization 501C3 
 
Re:  Comments to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement by Belt Collins      
        on the Ala Moana Park Improvements dated July 8, 2018 
 
 
Aloha all, 
 

The majority of the 20 proposed actions of the improvement plan will  
be good for the park.  However, there are three actions that are concerning 
because of the impact to public safety and health. 

 
1. Proposed action number 2&3 

“Widening of the shared use path along the Makai side of the Ala 
Moana Park Drive and the Ala Wai Small Boat Harbor” 
 
By sharing the use of the path to include moving vehicles such as 
but not limited to bikes and segways is an accident waiting to 
happen. Little children accessing the beach, with bikes whizzing 
by is not a good mix.  People sitting on the existing low wall with 
their arms or legs extending out may be hit by a passing vehicle.   
The existing path is wide enough if used exclusively by pedestrians 
or runners.  
 

2.  Proposed action number 6 
“Reconfiguring the parking along the mauka side of the park drive to 
add more stalls” 
 
We learned that the plan is to take away the parallel parking and 
put up perpendicular stalls.  Vehicles reversing into the flow of 
traffic on a busy drive is an accident waiting to happen, not only 
to the vehicles but people crossing the drive.   The drive would 
need to be widened to accommodate the reversing which would 
entail removing grass, trees, utilities, etc. along the whole mauka 
side.  In addition, long ocean craft will extend outward onto the  
 

 
 

 
path of oncoming traffic creating a safety hazard. Off loading and 
loading will be much more hazardous.  

 
More stalls may be accommodated in the keyhole area (proposed 
action#7 ) which is off the busy main drive. 
 
 

3. Proposed action number 14 
“ Add a dog park near Kewalo Basin” 
 
Currently, the existing park rule of no pets is not enforced.  There 
are daily sightings of dogs in the park and beach area  peeing and 
pooping inviting infections and disease to the public.  Not to 
mention the fleas and ticks.  In addition, unleashed dogs running 
freely could hurt little children. 
By adding the dog park will only exacerbate the safety and health 
hazard to the public.  
 
 
We are all for the general upkeep and maintenance of the existing 
park features, examples include repaving the drive and promenade, 
plant new grass, trees, fix up the showers and sand replenishment. We 
are grateful for the recent improvements of the sprinkler system and 
the planting of trees and grass.  
 
Please keep the Makai grass area so the local people will continue to 
be able to pitch their pop up tents and enjoy the beauty of the place. 
For those of us who cannot afford to own property near the beach, we 
treasure this ability to have our own oceanfront property for the day.    
 

 
Mahalo for this opportunity to provide public input to this very 
important DEIS.  We are looking forward to your reply.   
 

 
 Mahalo, 

Ronald Iwami 
President, Friends of Kewalos 
ronald@kewalo.org 
 
   

To Protect, Preserve, and Malama Kewalo Basin Park and the surrounding shoreline and ocean to ensure 
that the recreational user will continue to have access 

and the ability to enjoy the area for future generations to come. 
www.kewalo.org 
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To:   Robert Kroning, Director 
       Department of Design and Construction 
 
From:  Friends of Kewalos 
 
Date: March 22, 2019 
 
RE:   Comments to the SDEIS for Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island 

Improvements 
 
 
 

1.  Keep the Makai parking and the small grass area.  The local people have been 
enjoying this area for many years.  You can drive right up and set up your tent for 
a relaxing day at the beach.   
IMPACT:  to the local lifestyle.   Proposed Multi use path allowing bicycles, 
segways, skateboards, mixed with pedestrians presents a SAFETY ISSUE --  
ACCIDENT WAITING TO HAPPEN.  
 
 

2. No Dog Park.  We are not against dogs, however, dog parks do not belong at a 
beach park. It should be located at inland parks.  In addition, the No Animals rule 
is not enforced now so by adding a dog park will only exacerbate the problem of 
feces, urine, fleas, and personal injury.  Not to mention some people are allergic 
to dogs.  
IMPACT:  Health and Safety of park users.   
 
 

3. No World Class Playground with Zip lines and commercial activities  
to replace our much needed open green space.  With all the development and 
congestion mauka of the park, we need balance, and it is imperative to keep as 
much open green space as we can.  Furthermore, the concept of the playground is 
good, but, like the dog park, it does not belong at a beach park.  A better location 
would be inland like Mother Waldron Park.  
IMPACT: Take away much needed open green space. 
 
 

4. What the People want is to just improve the existing elements of the park such as 
showers, restrooms, benches, tables, trees, grass, walkways, lighting, roads 
(potholes), etc.  
IMPACT : Virtually None 
 
 

5. Requesting for an official public hearing to give the public a chance to provide 
input on the new components that were not presented in the previous DEIS: 
 

 Sand Replenishment of the beach by harvesting it from the area of the surf 
spots such as Courts, Bomburas, Baby Haleiwas, and Concessions.   
IMPACT:  this would not only alter the surf spots but also greatly 
impact the marine life. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 The world class playground described above was not presented before.  
 

IMPACT:  Loss of public confidence in the governmental process by 
skirting the public hearing, 
 
 
 

Mahalo for this opportunity to provide comments.  Looking forward to your 
response.  
 
Ron Iwami 
President, Friends of Kewalos 
PO Box 61794 
Honolulu, HI  96839 
 
 
 
 

 
 
   
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

To Protect, Preserve, and Malama Kewalo Basin Park and the surrounding shoreline and ocean to ensure 
that the recreational user will continue to have access 

and the ability to enjoy the area for future generations to come. 
www.kewalo.org 
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O‘ahu Island Parks Conservancy 
 

Ala Moana Park Redevelopment 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

 
August 22, 2018 

 
Hawaii State Register of Historic Places - Ala Moana Park Designation of Significance 
 
Ala Moana Park is a significant historic shoreline landscape with historic park structures,1 and 
as such, Ala Moana Park is listed on the Hawaii State Register of Historic Places as a 
significant historic property. 2   The following significant landscape elements and architectural 
features designed by Honolulu’s renowned landscape architects of the 1930’s, Catherine J. 
Richards Thompson and Robert O. Thompson, and architect Harry Sims Bent are described 
and stipulated in this protective designation: 
 

 A mile-long white sand beach and oceanfront swimming area carved from the fringing 
offshore coral reef.  

 A spacious landscaped open space of lawns alternating with massed foliage including 
banyans, palms, and flowering tropical trees. 

 Lagoons on both the east and west side of the Park: 
o The east lagoon is Oriental, “in the characteristic Chinese and Japanese 

manner.” 
o The west lagoon is Hawaiian, “featuring native palms and plants.” 

 A canal along the mauka side of the Park (completed in 1934). 
 An equestrian (pedestrian) bridge crossing the canal with a “playful semi-circular form” 

and inclined approaches. 
 

 A curved park drive parallel to and near the beach. 
 Gateway portals with curved and angular shapes, scalloped walls and wedge 

indentations (completed in 1934). 
 Tennis courts, dressing rooms and showers. 
 A lawn bowling green enclosed by a wide coral stone walkway and five-foot decorative 

cement brick wall with rounded corners and curved brick benches inside each curve 
(completed in 1939). 

 A banyan courtyard within a modest stucco walled open pavilion paved with coral stone 
flagging, with a gabled roof and two wall murals depicting the Hawaiian makahiki, two 
marble wall sculptures, and six intricately detailed planters and benches with banyan 
trees, surrounded by exotic reflecting pools (completed in 1937). 

 
 The McCoy Pavilion at the Diamond Head side of the banyan courtyard  

(completed in 1975). 
 
As described, the Park “stands as the crowning achievement of the golden age of Honolulu 
park-building during the 1930’s.” 
 

                                                           
1 See attached 1988 “Ala Moana Park” Registration Description and Statement of Significance  
   by Don Hibbard, State Historic Preservation Division Administrator from 1981 to 2002. 
 
2 Hawaii State Historic Preservation Division Historic Site Number 80-14-1388. 
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Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Comments and Concerns 
 
The DEIS states:  “The project area receives the most usage of any other park in the State and 
is also one of the oldest. Many park users visit daily or several times during the week. The City 
wishes to extend the Parks' longevity as a gradual increase in visits is forecasted for the 
foreseeable future. Some of the major improvements include sand replenishment, renovations 
to existing structures, improving pond edges, widening access over the drainage canal along 
Ala Moana Boulevard, create a wider promenade along Ala Moana Park Drive and reconfiguring 
the parking.” 
 
Ala Moana Park is a significant historic landscape and shoreline park with unique historic 
structural features, and this important shoreline park landscape and its significant features must 
be properly restored, protected and preserved to retain and sustain the historic character and 
integrity of Ala Moana Park.  Yet, while there appears to be an objective to accomplish this 
admirable goal for some elements within this historic landscape, shocking and unwarranted 
deviations are proposed for others. 
 
The O‘ahu Island Parks Conservancy is particularly concerned about the potential negative 
effects on these significant historic resources by specific proposed actions, including the 
following: 
 

Redeveloping the shoreline pedestrian pathway 
 
Expanding the Keyhole parking circle into an asphalt parking lot covering a major central 
portion of Ala Moana Park’s historic landscape and open space. 
 
Covering the historic canal with expansive pedestrian bridges leading to a barren landscape 
formerly framed with shade trees and historic walls. 
 
Defacing the historic Roosevelt Portals with commercialized blight. 
 
A “dog park” and waste disposal facility integrated into the Lei of Green connecting Ala 
Moana Park and Kewalo Basin Park. 
 
Removal of the exceptional banyan trees from the historic Banyan Courtyard planters 
 
Any structural “multi-use facility” impacting the historic recreational lawn bowling area. 
 

 
3 

 

 
 
Shared-Use Redevelopment and Expansion of the Shoreline Pedestrian Pathway 
(Section 2-3.6) 
 
Ala Moana Park’s shoreline pathway is used by a vast majority of pedestrians.  These 
pedestrians should retain the right-of way to use the pathway as it was designed and intended.  
Ala Moana Park’s shoreline pathway was not intended as a bicycle thoroughfare to connect 
commuting areas and crowd out myriad park users.   
 
The “shared use” path along the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive constitutes an 
unwarranted expansion of the historic shoreline pathway treasured and enjoyed by myriad 
pedestrian Park users.  The proposed structural expansion into the public beach and shoreline 
introduce conflicting uses and cause serious concern.  A bicycle thoroughfare does not belong 
in a passive Park and shoreline environment.  Transportation thoroughfare lanes, including 
those for bicycles, must be restricted to the street corridor with traffic controls.  

 
Bicycles are crowding out beach and park users.  Leave the shoreline pedestrian pathway as it 
was historically intended and used for decades as it was originally designed -  as a shoreline 
pedestrian pathway beneath a continuous row of shade trees..  Conversely, the misguided 
proposed redevelopment of the shoreline pedestrian pathway and its mixed-use expansion 
renders it an extremely expansive and sterile, heat-generating and impermeable hardscape not 
in keeping with the historic character and integrity of Ala Moana Park. 
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Increased Asphalt Parking Surface within the Historic Landscape  
- Keyhole parking lot expansion and reconfiguration (Section 2-3.5) 

The original Ala Moana Park plans in the 930s had no parking lots and only a few parking stalls 
in the central circular Keyhole area.  Mass parking was introduced into the park landscape in the 
1960’s to capitalize on the tourist industry, and the Magic Island parking lot was added in the 
1970s.  Now the city wants to expand the asphalt surfacing of the circular Keyhole parking area 
for an additional 103 cars to span across the park open space toward Ala Moana Boulevard, as 
well as to expand asphalt surfacing of Ala Moana Park lands for an additional 131 cars at Magic 
Island.  The Keyhole configuration is an historic feature.  And while it has been somewhat 
altered over time, the present proposal for a sea of asphalt and parked cars is an unacceptable 
and unsightly use of Ala Moana Park’s historic landscape and recreational open space. 
 
 

Ala Moana Park and its shoreline pedestrian pathway was designed in the 1930’s by renowned 
Honolulu landscape architects Catherine J. Richards Thompson and Robert O. Thompson, who 
“believed that future use of the Park should not be a parking lot, but a place for active recreation 
and aesthetic enjoyment.” 

The city is at cross-purposes by proposing to cover by the central portion of the Park with 
asphalt paving, and swerving in the opposite direction of its obligation to present and future 
generations to restore, protect and preserve Ala Moana Park’s historic landscape and features. 
Ironically, with this proposal the city is catering to cars at the expense of providing vital 
recreational open space for active park users.  This excessive elimination of recreational open 
space within the historic landscape is unacceptable and objectionable.   

5 
 

Dog Park Development within the Ala Moana Park Historic Landscape (Section 2-3.1) 

In addition to the Nauru Tower, 1350 Ala Moana, and the Yacht Harbor Towers located along 
Ala Moana Boulevard, several new residential condominium towers have now been developed 
adjacent to the Ala Moana Park,  including the Waiea, Anaha, ‘A‘ali‘i, Gateway Towers, Park 
Lane, 1133 Waimanu, 12 Waihonua, Koolani, and Hokua.  A fenced dog park and toilet station 
adjacent to the shoreline is now proposed for adjacent dog owners as an exclusive use of public 
recreational open space, just as they have had beach chairs, tables and picnicware set out in 
large areas on the public beach for their exclusive use. 
   
The DEIS states, “One of the goals is to bring activity to areas of the Park that are overlooked” 
and claims that the area proposed for a fenced dog park is “underutilized and away from the 
more active areas of the Park.”  Yet this area is contiguous to the Kamake‘e Street entrance to 
the Park now slated for revitalization with pedestrian entrance portals and improved 
landscaping.  Moreover, this is the area planned for the long-sought Lei of Green park 
connection between Ala Moana Park and Kewalo Basin Park to complete the shoreline Lei of 
Green between Diamond Head and Aloha Tower.3 
 
The developers of such high-density condominium towers should be required to provide their 
own dog parks and sunbathing areas for their tower communities to ensure that there are no 
further negative impacts on public park and beach users.  Dog poop does not belong within the 
shoreline Lei pf Green open space connection between Ala Moana Park and Kewalo Basin 
Park.  This is a public park – the “people’s park.”  We note the recent Star Advertiser poll results 
demonstrating that 60% of the poll’s respondents did not want a dog park at this location.  A 
fenced dog park within this established public park would constitute an exclusive, restricted use 
of public park land for dogs and their owners.  
 
Restoration and Repair of Historic Structures 
 
Ala Moana Park’s Historic Roosevelt Portals at Atkinson Drive (Section 2-3.7) 

 
The plan to restore, protect and preserve the historically significant Art Deco Roosevelt Portals 
at the Atkinson Drive entrance to Ala Moana Park as a welcoming pedestrian entrance to the 
Park is commendable, and the DEIS renderings of the restored and preserved historic portals 
and enhanced main entrance to Ala Moana Park are impressive.  
 

                                                           
3 See the community-based Kaka‘ako Makai Master Plan adopted by the Hawaii Community Development 
Authority in May, 2011. 
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However, there is presently a horrendous industrial blight fronting and assaulting this historic 
feature, that is now surrounded by a huge horseshoe of bright blue Biki blight lodged in a large 
storage station.  We do not have bus depots in our parks, nor do we have taxi storage barns.  
Bicycle storage depots are no different.  This alien facility must be removed, segmented and 
disbursed to appropriate locations, not constituting storage stations and not reserved for a 
commercial monopoly overtaking the Park, but simply bicycle racks for any and all users.   But 
presently the bicycle cartel is insistent and aggressive, with plans for in excess of 260 daily 
rentals generated within the Ala Moana Park historic landscape at eight (8) bicycle enterprise 
storage stations. 

Clearly, as expressed by the project consultant in reply to the subject enterprise’s 
representative, “Biki Bikes are not currently in the Master Plan.  What we heard from the public 
is that they don’t want the Park to be commercialized.” 
 
Recently the Diamond Head/Kapahulu/St. Louis Heights Neighborhood Board adopted a 
Resolution calling for halting any commercialized Biki storage stations in and around the historic 
lands of Kapiolani Park as well as the Diamond Head State Monument.4  As is Ala Moana Park, 
both are listed on the Register of Historic Places, and Kapiolani Park is further protected by the 
Kapi‘olani Park Trust provisions, terms and conditions. 
 
Ala Moana Park’s Historic Canal and Bridle Bridge (Sections 2-3.4 and 2-3.9) 
 
The Canal Bridge was completed in 1934, and originally designed as part of a series of 
connecting paths between Ala Moana Park and Kapi‘olani Park.   We agree that restoration of 
the bridge should be done in a historically appropriate manner to restore and preserve its 
historic character and serve as a reminder of Ala Moana Park’s history, 

Partial Covering of Ala Moana Park’s Historic Canal (Section 2-3.3) 
 
The historic character and integrity of Ala Moana Park’s canal should be retained, restored, 
protected and preserved, not partially covered by 25-foot wide pedestrian bridges for wider 
access to the Park.  
 
Four secondary pedestrian entry points into Ala Moana Park from Ala Moana Boulevard are 
enabled by openings in the historic park boundary wall, with a pedestrian bridge crossing the 
canal near each access point.   Multiple access points to encourage pedestrian flow from the 
surrounding high-density area and to reduce vehicular traffic at the main entrances of the Park  

                                                           
4 See attached Resolution. 
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can be achieved without compromising the historic character and integrity of the Ala Moana 
Canal by removing the existing bridges.  
 
It hardly matters if the historic secondary main entrances, historic pedestrian bridges and 
historic park boundary walls are “offline with the street’s crosswalks” at the Pi‘ikoi Street and 
Queen Street intersections.  In fact, the historic walls provide a protective safety and sound 
barrier separating the busy street from the Park.  The historic character and integrity of these 
elements must remain as intended, as these historic features significantly prevail over utilitarian 
crosswalk facilities from which pedestrians can nevertheless easily access the Park by walking 
a short distance to the secondary entrances.   
 
Notably, the DEIS renderings for this proposal illustrate that the historic character of Ala Moana 
Park’s frontage and its historic interior landscape would be seriously compromised with the 
removal of the historic walls and with the canopy trees missing in the distance looking toward 
the shoreline.  These significant features are instead replaced by a bare landscape absent the 
cooling canopies of the trees, and by sidewalk plants of a very small scale that would be easily 
trampled and damaged.  There is also the question of the city’s ability to garner sufficient funds 
to sustain and maintain the illustrated ground cover fringe of delicate grasses, flowers and small 
shrubs along the busy street.  

 

       
 

The historic walls and trees beyond to the shoreline have been removed. 
 

 
Ala Moana Park’s Historic Banyan Courtyard and McCoy Pavilion (Section 2-3.12) 

 
The Banyan Courtyard’s design was inspired by a Balinese garden.  Four of the six banyan 
trees originally planted in the Banyan Courtyard’s six planters survive today as designated 
Exceptional Trees.  If removed by necessity they should be relocated to a significant location 
elsewhere in Ala Moana Park’s historic landscape, with suitable significant trees planted in the 
Banyan Courtyard’s six planters to replace them. 
 
Multi-Use Facility Development in Ala Moana Park’s Historic Lawn Bowling Area  
(Section 2-3.17)  
 
An undefined “multi-use facility” development of Ala Moana Park’s lawn bowling area raises red 
flags as a red herring in the DEIS.  This camouflage is seen as an open-ended invitation to 
compromise this historic space with incongruous and incompatible development within the 
historic park design and landscape.  The lawn bowling area was designed and established in 
the late 1930s as one of Ala Moana Park’s original recreational amenities, and is used and 
enjoyed today by local residents as well as visitors from around the world.   
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Relocation of the Maintenance Base Yard (Section 2-3.16) 
 
Relocation of the maintenance base yard away from the waterfront is warranted.  However this 
industrial use should not interfere with Ala Moana Park’s historic landscape and recreational 
open spaces.  The maintenance base yard should be relocated outside the Park and within a 
nearby industrial area. 
 
Ocean Safety Headquarters Facility Relocation (Section 2-3.18) 
 
The DEIS claims that Ocean Safety Headquarters relocation details “have not been designed or 
determined.”  Again, the city and project consultants do not appear to have consulted with 
adjoining land managers.  The Ocean Safety Headquarters is indeed planned to be located at 
Kewalo Basin, as stipulated on the Kaka‘ako Makai Master Plan adopted by the Hawaii 
Community Development Authority in 2011.  The Honolulu Ocean Safety Division was 
represented during discussions for this community-based plan and assisted with its beneficial 
outcome.  
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O‘ahu Island Parks Conservancy 
 

Ala Moana Park Redevelopment Proposal 
Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Comments, Questions and Serious Concerns 
 

March 25, 2019 
 
 
Hawaii State Register of Historic Places - Ala Moana Park Designation of Significance 
 
Ala Moana Park is a significant historic shoreline landscape with historic park structures,1 and 
as such, Ala Moana Park is listed on the Hawaii State Register of Historic Places as a 
significant historic property. 2   The following significant landscape elements and architectural 
features designed by Honolulu’s renowned landscape architects of the 1930’s, Catherine J. 
Richards Thompson and Robert O. Thompson, and architect Harry Sims Bent are described 
and stipulated in this protective designation: 
 

 A mile-long white sand beach and oceanfront swimming area carved from the fringing 
offshore coral reef.  

 A spacious landscaped open space of lawns alternating with massed foliage including 
banyans, palms, and flowering tropical trees. 

 Lagoons on both the east and west side of the Park: 
o The east lagoon is Oriental, “in the characteristic Chinese and Japanese 

manner.” 
o The west lagoon is Hawaiian, “featuring native palms and plants.” 

 A canal along the mauka side of the Park (completed in 1934). 
 An equestrian (pedestrian) bridge crossing the canal with a “playful semi-circular form” 

and inclined approaches. 
 A curved park drive parallel to and near the beach. 
 Gateway portals with curved and angular shapes, scalloped walls and wedge 

indentations (completed in 1934). 
 Tennis courts, dressing rooms and showers. 
 A lawn bowling green enclosed by a wide coral stone walkway and five-foot decorative 

cement brick wall with rounded corners and curved brick benches inside each curve 
(completed in 1939). 

 A banyan courtyard within a modest stucco walled open pavilion paved with coral stone 
flagging, with a gabled roof and two wall murals depicting the Hawaiian makahiki, two 
marble wall sculptures, and six intricately detailed planters and benches with banyan 
trees, surrounded by exotic reflecting pools (completed in 1937). 

 The McCoy Pavilion at the Diamond Head side of the banyan courtyard  
(completed in 1975). 

 
As described, the Park “stands as the crowning achievement of the golden age of Honolulu 
park-building during the 1930’s.” 
 

                                                           
1 See attached 1988 “Ala Moana Park” Registration Description and Statement of Significance  
   by Don Hibbard, State Historic Preservation Division Administrator from 1981 to 2002. 
 
2 Hawaii State Historic Preservation Division Historic Site Number 80-14-1388. 
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ALA MOANA PARK SUPPLEMENTAL DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT  STATEMENT 

 
-  COMMENTS, QUESTIONS AND SERIOUS CONCERNS - 

 
 
The DEIS states:  “The project area receives the most usage of any other park in the State and 
is also one of the oldest. Many park users visit daily or several times during the week. The City 
wishes to extend the Parks' longevity as a gradual increase in visits is forecasted for the 
foreseeable future. Some of the major improvements include sand replenishment, renovations 
to existing structures, improving pond edges, widening access over the drainage canal along 
Ala Moana Boulevard, creating a wider promenade along Ala Moana Park Drive and 
reconfiguring the parking.” 
 
Ala Moana Park is a significant historic landscape and shoreline park with unique historic 
structural features, and this important shoreline park landscape and its significant features must 
be properly restored, protected and preserved to retain and sustain the historic character and 
integrity of Ala Moana Park.  Yet, while there appears to be an objective to accomplish this 
admirable goal for some elements within this historic landscape, shocking and unwarranted 
deviations are proposed for others. 
 
The O‘ahu Island Parks Conservancy is particularly concerned about the potential negative 
effects on the Park’s significant historic and recreational open space resources by specific 
redevelopment actions presently proposed, including the following: 
 

 Redeveloping the Park’s compatible and well-integrated shoreline pedestrian 
pathway into a multi-use, heat-reflecting concrete tarmac bisecting the beach and 
historic park landscape. 

 
 Expanding the compatibly-designed Keyhole parking circle into a hot sea of asphalt 

parking lot consuming a major central portion of Ala Moana Park’s historic landscape 
and green open space. 

 
 Covering the historic canal with expansive hardscape pedestrian bridges leading to a 

barren landscape formerly bestowed with shade trees and framed with historic walls. 
 

 Defacing the historic Roosevelt Portals with commercialized bicycle infrastructure 
blight. 

 
 Introducing a “dog park” and shoreline dog waste disposal facility into the Lei of 

Green connection between Ala Moana Park and Kewalo Basin Park. 
 

 Removal of the Exceptional Banyan Trees from the historic Banyan Courtyard 
planters with no plan for replacement. 

 
 Impacting the historic recreational lawn bowling area with any structural “multi-use 

facility,” undefined or otherwise.  
 

 Consuming the Park’s historic recreational open space with an exclusive-use 
carnival complex and zip-line theme park to supplement an adjacent private 
developer’s park dedication requirement. 
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Reference Map 

 

 
 
 
 

Adverse Impacts from Proposed Redevelopment of the Historic Landscape   
 
1. Concrete Hardscape Expansion and Multi-Use Redevelopment   

  of the Traditional Shoreline Pedestrian Pathway  (Section 2-3.6) 
 
Ala Moana Park’s shoreline pathway is used by a vast majority of pedestrians.  These 
pedestrians should retain the right-of way to use the pathway as it was designed and intended.  
Ala Moana Park’s shoreline pathway was not intended as a bicycle thoroughfare to connect 
commuting areas and crowd out myriad park users.   
 
The “shared use” path along the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive constitutes an 
unwarranted expansion of the historic shoreline pathway treasured and enjoyed by myriad 
pedestrian Park users.  The proposed structural expansion into the public beach and shoreline 
introduces conflicting uses and causes serious concern.  A bicycle thoroughfare does not 
belong in a passive Park and shoreline environment, with bicycles crowding out beach and park  
users.  Transportation thoroughfare lanes, including those for bicycles, must be restricted to the 
street corridor with traffic controls.  
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Question:  Why is the city administration ignoring the city’s enacted Ordinance 18-046 
prohibiting this redevelopment on the makai side of Ala Moana Park? 
 
Please abide by City Ordinance 18-046 and leave Ala Moana Park’s shoreline pedestrian 
pathway as it was historically intended, originally designed, and used for decades as Ala Moana 
Park’s shoreline pedestrian pathway beneath a continuous row of shade trees.  Conversely, the 
misguided proposed redevelopment of the shoreline pedestrian pathway and its mixed-use 
expansion renders it a sterile, heat-generating and impermeable hardscape not in keeping with 
the historic character and integrity of Ala Moana Park. 
 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 
2.   Intrusive Sea of Asphalt Parking Surface within the Historic Landscape  
      (Section 2-3.5) 

The original Ala Moana Park plans in the 1930s had no parking lots and only a few parking 
stalls in the central circular Keyhole area.  Mass parking was introduced into the park landscape 
in the 1960’s “to capitalize on the tourist industry,” and the Magic Island parking lot was added 
in the 1970s.  Now the city wants to expand the asphalt surfacing of the circular Keyhole parking 
area for an additional 103 cars to span across the park open space toward Ala Moana 
Boulevard, as well as to expand asphalt surfacing of Ala Moana Park lands for an additional 131 
cars at Magic Island.  The Keyhole configuration is an historic feature.  And while it has been 
somewhat altered over time, the present proposal for a rectilinear sea of asphalt for 
perpendicularly parked cars is an unacceptable and unsightly use of Ala Moana Park’s historic 
landscape and recreational open space. 
 
 

5 
 

Ala Moana Park and its shoreline pedestrian pathway was designed in the 1930’s by renowned 
Honolulu historic landscape architects Catherine J. Richards Thompson and Robert O. 
Thompson, who “believed that future use of the Park should not be a parking lot, but a place for 
active recreation and aesthetic enjoyment.” 

Questions:  Why is the city administration clearly at cross-purposes by proposing to cover the 
central portion of the Park with a sea of asphalt paving, and bending in the opposite direction of 
its obligation to present and future generations to restore, protect and preserve Ala Moana 
Park’s historic landscape and features?  Further, is the city administration now contradicting its 
advocacy of multi-modal transportation? 
 
Ironically, with this proposal the city is catering to cars at the expense of providing vital 
recreational open space for active park users.   
 
 
Ala Moana Park Recreational Carrying Capacity Study Is Needed 
 
Ala Moana Park, as the “People’s Park,” is used by 4 million people annually – more than any 
other recreational public park in the State.  Notably the City and County of Honolulu has 
determined the need for carrying capacity studies for historic Kapi‘olani Park as well as the 
Hanauma Bay Nature Preserve. 
 
Question:  Why has the city administration not conducted a carrying capacity study for Ala 
Moana Park before embarking on multiple redevelopment schemes for this historic Park? 
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3. Exclusive-Use Carnival Theme Park Consuming Historic Recreational Open Space 

(Section 2.3.15) 
 

The city’s original Ala Moana Park improvement master plan primarily focused on repairing and 
enhancing existing elements within the historic park.  Yet now comes the Supplemental Draft 
Environment Impact Statement, describing a large scale one-acre “world-class” carnival theme 
redevelopment with a capacity for 500 children, inclusive of new hills and six zip lines with 
elevated discs on overhead tracks, a spinning globe for riders inside and outside, multi-seat 
swings and a rocking assembly, all sponsored by an adjacent developer advertised on a 
precedent plaque in the park.   
 

 
                               Star Advertiser 12-3-18 
 
 
While for decades traditional swings and monkey bars have been perennially popular with 
children of all ages, and age-appropriate play equipment for children with disabilities is also 
needed, zip lines on fake hills would appear to be a slippery slope for such children, as well as a 
liability to the city.   
 
In contrast to published representations by the city administration, community feedback at open 
meetings has been strongly opposed to this newly-defined proposal - as one that takes historic 
recreational open space from the larger public for an exclusive use that would be far more 
compatible adjacent to the Children’s Discovery Center and existing hills used by families for 
sliding in nearby Kaka‘ako Makai. 
 
Questions:  When park users are calling for “more showers and cleaner bathrooms,” why is the 
city administration mimicking a unique use of a nearby park at the presently estimated expense 
of $2,500,000 to $3,000,000; and why is an adjacent developer with park dedication 
requirements for its own ultra-luxury developments using regional public park land for this 
purpose? 
 
Ala Moana Park is a passive park.  It is a playground for all ages where children run around, 
play games, throw balls, etc., according to a regular park user.  “This park is a true people’s 
park. It needs to remain that way, simple, clean, safe and naturally beautiful.”  
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Question:  What is the city administration’s concept for Ala Moana Park? 
 

This?

  Or this?                                   

 
 

Appendix A - Comments and Responses - Organizations 
213



8 
 

 
 
4.  Shoreline Dog Park and Waste Station Development within the Ala Moana Park  
     Historic Landscape and Lei of Green Connection  (Section 2-3.1) 

In addition to the Nauru Tower, 1350 Ala Moana, and the Yacht Harbor Towers located along 
Ala Moana Boulevard, several new residential condominium towers have now been developed 
adjacent to the Ala Moana Park,  including the Waiea, Anaha, ‘A‘ali‘i, Gateway Towers, Park 
Lane, 1133 Waimanu, 12 Waihonua, Koolani, and Hokua.  A fenced dog park and toilet station 
adjacent to the shoreline is now proposed for adjacent dog owners as an exclusive use of public 
recreational open space, just as they have had beach chairs, tables and picnicware set out in 
large areas on the public beach for their exclusive use.3 
   
The DEIS states, “One of the goals is to bring activity to areas of the Park that are overlooked” 
and claims that the area proposed for a fenced dog park is “underutilized and away from the 
more active areas of the Park.”  Yet this area is contiguous to the Kamake‘e Street entrance to 
the Park now slated for revitalization with pedestrian entrance portals and improved 
landscaping.  Moreover, this is the area planned for the long-sought Lei of Green park 
connection between Ala Moana Park and Kewalo Basin Park to complete the shoreline Lei of 
Green between Diamond Head and Aloha Tower.4 
 
The developers of such high-density condominium towers should be required to provide their 
own dog parks and sunbathing areas for their tower communities to ensure that there are no 
further negative impacts on public park and beach users.  Dog poop does not belong within the 
shoreline Lei pf Green open space connection between Ala Moana Park and Kewalo Basin 
Park.  This is a public park – the “people’s park.”  We note the recent Star Advertiser poll results 
demonstrating that 60% of the poll’s respondents did not want a dog park at this location.  A 
fenced dog park within this established public park would constitute an exclusive, restricted use 
of public park land for dogs and their owners.  
 
Question:  Why is the city administration not requiring adjacent developers to install dog park 
and accessory waste stations within their own ultra-luxury developments as part of their park 
dedication requirements for such developments? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                           
3 See May 18, 2018 Civil Beat report: 
   https://www.civilbeat.org/2018/05/these-blue-beach-chairs-are-pissing-off-hawaii-locals/ 
 
4 See the community-based Kaka‘ako Makai Master Plan adopted by the Hawaii Community Development 
  Authority in May, 2011. 
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Restoration, Repair and Demolition of Historic Structures 

 
 
1.  Ala Moana Park’s Historic Roosevelt Portals at Atkinson Drive (Section 2-3.7) 

 
The plan to restore, protect and preserve the historically significant Art Deco Roosevelt Portals 
at the Atkinson Drive entrance to Ala Moana Park as a welcoming pedestrian entrance to the 
Park is commendable, and the DEIS renderings of the restored and preserved historic portals 
and enhanced main entrance to Ala Moana Park are impressive. 
 
 

 

However, there is presently a horrendous industrial blight fronting and assaulting this historic 
feature, that is now surrounded by a huge horseshoe of bright blue “Biki” blight lodged in a large 
storage station at location # “3”.  Honolulu does not bus depots in any Parks, nor are there taxi 
storage barns, and bicycle storage depots are no different.  This alien facility must be removed, 
segmented and disbursed to appropriate unobtrusive locations that are not cumulative storage 
stations and not reserved for a commercial monopoly overtaking the Park, but simply equally 
disbursed bicycle racks for any and all users.   While the bicycle cartel continues to be cozy with 
the city administration, insistent and aggressive plans continue for more than 260 daily rentals 
generated within the Ala Moana Park historic landscape at eight (8) bicycle enterprise storage 
stations: 
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Clearly, as expressed by the project consultant in reply to the subject enterprise’s 
representative, “Biki Bikes are not currently in the Master Plan.  What we heard from the public 
is that they don’t want the Park to be commercialized.”   
 
Questions:  Why is the city administration allowing this commercial monopolization and blight 
to visually impact the significant historic entrance to Ala Moana Park??   And, when will this 
infrastructure blight be removed and incrementally relocated?  
 
Last year the Diamond Head/Kapahulu/St. Louis Heights Neighborhood Board adopted a 
Resolution calling for halting any commercialized “Biki” storage stations in and around the 
historic lands of Kapi‘olani Park as well as the Diamond Head State Monument.5  As is Ala 
Moana Park, both are listed on the Register of Historic Places. Kapi‘olani Park is further 
protected by the Kapi‘olani Park Trust provisions, terms and conditions.  Perhaps Ala Moana 
Park should be governed by such protective Public Trust provisions as well.   
 
Question:  Would the city administration have any objection to Ala Moana Park being 
governed, protected and preserved by public Trust provisions in the greater public interest as is 
historic Kapi‘olani Park? 
 
2.  Ala Moana Park’s Historic Canal and Bridle Bridge (Sections 2-3.4 and 2-3.9) 
 
The Canal Bridge was originally designed as part of a series of connecting paths within the Lei 
of Green between Ala Moana Park and Kapi‘olani Park, and was completed with Ala Moana 
Park in 1934.  We agree that restoration of the bridge should be done in a historically 
appropriate manner to restore and preserve its historic character and serve as a reminder of Ala 
Moana Park’s history and an original element of the Lei of Green. 

3.  Partial Covering of Ala Moana Park’s Historic Canal (Section 2-3.3) 
 
The historic character and integrity of Ala Moana Park’s canal should be retained, restored, 
protected and preserved, not partially covered by 25-foot wide pedestrian bridges for wider 
access to the Park.  
 
Four secondary pedestrian entry points into Ala Moana Park from Ala Moana Boulevard are 
enabled by openings in the historic park boundary wall, with a pedestrian bridge crossing the 
canal near each access point.   Multiple access points to encourage pedestrian flow from the 
surrounding high-density area and to reduce vehicular traffic at the main entrances of the Park  
can be achieved without compromising the historic character and integrity of the Ala Moana 
Canal by removing the existing bridges.  
 
It matters little if the historic secondary main entrances, historic pedestrian bridges and historic 
park boundary walls are “offline with the street’s crosswalks” at the Pi‘ikoi Street and Queen 
Street intersections.  In fact, the historic walls provide a protective safety and sound barrier 
separating the busy street from the Park.  The historic character and integrity of these elements 
must remain intact, as intended, as these historic features significantly prevail over utilitarian 
crosswalk facilities from which pedestrians can nevertheless easily access the Park by walking 
a short distance to the secondary entrances.   
 
 
 

                                                           
5 See attached Resolution. 
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Notably, the DEIS renderings for this proposal illustrate that the historic character of Ala Moana 
Park’s frontage and its historic interior landscape would be seriously compromised with the  
removal of the historic walls and with the canopy trees missing in the distance looking toward  
the shoreline.  These significant features are instead replaced by a bare landscape absent the 
cooling canopies of the trees, and by sidewalk plants of a very small scale that would be easily 
trampled, biked over and damaged.  There is also the question of the city’s ability to garner 
sufficient funds to sustain and maintain the illustrated ground cover fringe of delicate grasses, 
flowers and small shrubs along the busy street.  
 

 

          
  

The historic Ala Moana Park walls and trees beyond to the shoreline are proposed to be removed. 
 

Question:  Why is the city administration pursuing destruction of the historic and protective Ala 
Moana Park walls along Ala Moana Boulevard and sacrificing shade trees to the shoreline? 
 
 
4. Ala Moana Park’s Historic Banyan Courtyard and McCoy Pavilion (Section 2-3.12) 

 
The Banyan Courtyard’s design was inspired by a Balinese garden.  Four of the six banyan 
trees originally planted in the Banyan Courtyard’s six planters survive today as designated 
Exceptional Trees.  If removed by necessity they should be relocated to a significant location 
elsewhere in Ala Moana Park’s historic landscape, with suitable significant trees planted in the 
Banyan Courtyard’s six planters to replace them. 
 
 
5. Multi-Use Facility Development in Ala Moana Park’s Historic Lawn Bowling Area  
      (Section 2-3.17)  
 
An undefined “multi-use facility” development of Ala Moana Park’s lawn bowling area raises red 
flags as a red herring in the DEIS.  This camouflage is seen as an open-ended invitation to 
compromise this historic space with incongruous and incompatible development within the 
historic park design and landscape.  The lawn bowling area was designed and established in 
the late 1930’s as one of Ala Moana Park’s original recreational amenities, and is used and 
enjoyed today by local residents as well as visitors from around the world.   
 
Questions:  Why is the “multi-use facility” masked with an absence of definition?  What is the 
city administration’s intent for the future use of this site?  If this cannot be defined it should not 
be listed in the SDEIS as an open-ended element. 
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Support Facilities 
 

 
1.   Relocation of the Maintenance Base Yard (Section 2-3.16) 
 
Relocation of the maintenance base yard away from the waterfront is warranted.  This utility 
facility is presently contiguous to the site where Duke Kananamoku, a founder of the Waikiki 
Yacht Club, maintained his office until the day of his death.  Because relocation of the 
maintenance base yard should also not interfere with Ala Moana Park’s historic landscape and 
recreational open spaces, this facility should be relocated outside the Ala Moana recreational 
open space and within a nearby industrial area. 
 
Question:  Has the city administration considered where the maintenance base yard will be 
relocated? 
 
2. Ocean Safety Headquarters Facility Relocation (Section 2-3.18) 
 
The DEIS claims that Ocean Safety Headquarters relocation details “have not been designed or 
determined.”  Again, it appears that the city administration and project consultants have not 
consulted with adjoining land managers.  The Ocean Safety Headquarters is indeed planned to 
be located at Kewalo Basin, as stipulated in the Kaka‘ako Makai Master Plan adopted by the 
Hawaii Community Development Authority in 2011.  Further, the Honolulu Ocean Safety 
Division was represented during discussions for this community-based plan, and assisted with 
its beneficial outcome.  
 
Question:  Will the city administration be consulting and coordinating with the Hawaii 
Community Development Authority on relocating the Ocean Safety Headquarters to Kewalo 
Basin? 
 

 
Conclusion 

 
As highlighted above, the questionable components of the proposed redevelopment plan clearly 
do not comport with the historic integrity and recreational green open space character of Ala 
Moana Park, “the People’s Park.” 

 
Returning the to the “Introduction, Purpose and Need” for such extreme redevelopment as  
stated in the SDEIS:    
 
It is stated in the Introduction (Section 1.3.1) that the City primarily has a commitment to public 
safety for its park users while restoring the historical and popular features.  Beyond this, 
“(m)aximizing usage of other features and spaces” has not been shown to be conducive to 
protecting and preserving Ala Moana Park’s historic character and integrity. 
 
The SDEIS Purpose (Section 1.3.2) states that while a) “the long-term goal for the Park’s 
revitalization is to maintain and improve the grounds and facilities while remaining true to its 
local character as ‘The People’s Park;’” b) Ala Moana Park receives the most usage compared 
to other parks in the State with 3 to 4 million annual visitors, and serves as one of the few large 
beach parks in Honolulu; and c) many park users visit daily or several times weekly because the 
Park can accommodate large gatherings with a generous amount of park and beach space with   
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parking, the city administration now wants to change the popular traditional uses of historic Ala 
Moana Park because of the surrounding high-density new urban residential development and  
 
the encroaching potential rail transit development near the Park will be flooding more people 
into the Park.    
 
Therefore,  the city administration’s redevelopment of historic Ala Moana Park is more 
specifically for the purpose of serving the new developments surrounding it despite the 
continuing needs of local residents island-wide. 
 
Further, Ala Moana Park has suffered from a syndrome of benign neglect by the city over the 
past eighty (80) years, as well as more recent abuse by 300 to 350 transient inhabitants daily 
within the Park - with safety a growing concern as the city attempts to keep the Park at a 
“functioning level.” 
 
It is also acknowledged that the larger community and current park users have expressed a 
strong desire to retain the Park’s character, and there is no desire to convert the Park to an 
upscaled “world class” venue with added attractions and structures. 
 
But all is left to a forthcoming “master plan” to provide “full details” over several years once the 
EIS process is completed. 
 
However, while the city administration acknowledges the Need (Section 1.3.3) “to restore the 
aging and deteriorating facilities to a sustainable standard that will comply with current polices 
and regulations,” the city administration’s intent to redevelop Ala Moana Park is clear with the 
claim that “(t)he Proposed Action is needed to accommodate the anticipated volume of visitors 
associated with the projected population growth of Hawai‘i residents.”   Clearly this targeted 
focus overlooks the need for the City and County of Honolulu to ensure adequate public park 
and recreational open space island-wide in view of such anticipated growth. 
 
Final Question:  Why is the city administration embarking on a careless incursion of 
redevelopment within the Ala Moana Park registered historic landscape beloved by  
Hawai‘i’s residents for its green recreational shoreline open space that has been reserved  
and preserved as a legacy for present and future generations? 
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INDIVIDUAL STAKEHOLDERS AND PARK USERS 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Aileen Waiwaiole <awaiwaiole@icloud.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 9:57 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park - 2nd Draft EIS Comment

Please leave the park as is there are a million other things that need fixing leave the park for locals 
 

Sent from my iPhone 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Wendy Darling <wendydarling42@aol.com>
Sent: Friday, March 22, 2019 12:08 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Cc: Ala Moana EIS; Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Second Draft Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS), Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island 

Improvements,   issued by Belt Collins on February 8, 2019

2.3.14, Sand Replenishment and 
Long-Term Beach Nourishment.

https://drive.google.com/open?id=1rS0URJOxCh4wWYhfPcql_MkjmUiRIkGy
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Allyson DeMerlis <anicole815@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 09, 2018 12:17 PM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Statement, Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements, 

issued by Belt Collins on July 8, 2018

Aloha Kakou,  
 
I am commenting on the Master Plan for Ala Moana Regional Park DEIS. I do like many proposed actions in the Master 
Plan, but there are proposed actions I have issues with. I feel strongly about the following issues because I have spent 
many hours at this park, enjoying all that it has to offer. My biggest issues with the DEIS are: 
 
1) In Section 2.3.5, it is written that the proposal will “reconfigure the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive to add more 
stalls.” The parallel parking that currently exists is useful to people because they are able to more easily transport their 
beach gear in this way. If reconfigured to add perpendicular parking, it would become less useful and more complicated. 
 
2) In Section 2.3.6, it proposes “widening the shared use path along the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive.” This will 
make the grassy area where families frequently picnic and hang out narrower, preventing an important use of the park 
that people enjoy.  
 
I believe that the City should concentrate on actions that will improve the function of the park and preserve its natural 
beauty, such as repairing the sidewalks and maintaining the grassy areas; increasing the maintenance of showers and 
bathrooms; providing sturdy and attractive trash receptacles and charcoal disposal areas to prevent litter; and creating 
better signage at the Park to indicate areas where safe fishing can take place, sandy areas for keiki and kupuna to swim 
or play, etc.  
 
Please do not go forward with these plans for the reasons I have stated.  In closing, I would like to say thank you for 
allowing me to voice my concerns and I do hope you are listening to what the people of Hawaii want and don’t want for 
the “People’s Park”.  
 
Sincerely,  
 
Allyson DeMerlis  
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Andre’ S. Wooten
Attorney And Counselor At Law

Century Square, Suite 1908

1188 Bishop Street

 Honolulu, Hawaii  96813

                Tel: 808-545-4165                 

   Attorney@AttorneyAndreWooten.com 

March 21, 2019

Honolulu Department of Parks and Recreation

@honolulu.parks
 Honolulu, Hawaii   96813
1000 Ulu'Ohi'a Street, Suite 309

Kapolei, Hawaii 96707

Re: Citizen comments of a regular Ala Moana Park Surfer user to the
insufficiency of the Environmental Impact Statement and

Statement of Issues needed focus and retention and minimal
disruption.

Dear Mayor Carlisle and Honolulu Department of Parks and Recreation

I am a local attorney, avid swimmer and old life guard from Seattle,

who has been surfing at Ala Moana beach since moving here from Hilo in
1985.     After Madame Pele’ eruption paved over the best surfing beaching
on the Big Island at Kalapana “Black Sand Beach” and the “Drainpipe” at
Harry K. Brown Park, some of us Big Island surfers moved to Oahu, where

the beaches are better and there is no Volcano.    

All of the hundreds if not thousands of Ala Moana Beach surfers of all

of the shifts, from sunrise through sunset are alarmed at plans to dredge the
bottom beyond the reef where we surf that sets up and creates the waves in
the 5-6 regular surf spots in Ala Moana Park from Magic Island to Big Lefts to

Courts to Concessions and Kewalo’s for sand to replenish the beach, which
constantly erodes.     These famous and iconic surf spots should not be
screwed with, experimented on or humanly disturbed, as that would be an
environmental disaster antithetical to the World Class Surfing Beach Park

purpose, location and present major use of Ala Moana Park.  

The group "Save Ala Moana Beach Park Hui" facilitated the meeting to

discuss the EIS and it is against most of the big physical changes.   I support
their positions as the most environmentally sensitiva and most designed to
minimum negative environmental effects while, maximizing open space park

use for the most citizens and visitors.   Ala Moana is a famous Beach Park
known the world wide by beach afficionados and beach bums.    It should
maintain it’s essential character as an open natural beach park focusing on

swimming, picnics, parties, surfing, running, tennis, lawn bowling, soccer,
frisbee and walking.   All of these activities utilize the open green space and
would not add needless “hardening and concrete to the beach park, which

prevents its actual use by the local people. 

The City’s 17-point Proposed Action includes changes to the entries

and circulation systems, additional parking, new dog park and children’s
playground, repairs to the Bridle Bridge and Roosevelt Portal entry, and
modifications to McCoy Pavilion and Banyan Court. Long-term plans that are
mentioned but not detailed include new buildings or relocation of some

facilities.

I and HHF supports maintenance, repair and preservation projects,

especially for the iconic Roosevelt entry portals and bridle bridge.  However,
we are concerned about plans to widen the roadway to
accommodate more parking stalls, which would impact the row of

street trees.   The keyhole parking lot by the Sports Pavilion would
also be eradicated by new parking stalls.

We support and note that on December 21, 2018 Ordinance 18-46

which Protects the Makai Parking & Pathway was passed by the City Counsel. 
  Since 2015, the local People have fought to keep makai parking as is and
protect the makai grassy strip where people sit and picnic when it is

crowded, from being removed by a multi-use concrete walkway. The
People’S voice were heard and now the makai parking and grassy strip is
protected by Ordinance 18-46. 

In the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) issued in June,
the planners acknowledged some effects to historic features, but ignored
others.    HHF conducted its own analysis and submitted written comments

in opposition to actions that would harm or obliterate character-defining
features. 

These include effects on the canal and lagoons; exceptional trees as
well as other significant trees and landscaping; the Park Loop Road, including

the “keyhole loop” at McCoy Pavilion; the Banyan Court, including the

sculptures; site features such as the Roosevelt Entrance Portals, Bridle Path
Bridge, the lawn bowling center and the central makai terrace. The Sport
Pavilion and McCoy Pavilion would also be diminished under the proposed
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plan.

The group "Save Ala Moana Beach Park Hui" facilitated the meeting to

discuss the EIS and it is against most of the big physical changes.   I support
their positions as the most environmentally sensitiva and most designed to
minimum negative environmental effects while, maximizing open space park

use for the most citizens and visitors.   Ala Moana is a famous Beach Park
known the world wide by beach afficionados and beach bums.    It should
maintain it’S essential character as an open beach park focusing on

swimming, picnics, parties, surfing, running, tennis, lawn bowling, soccer,
frisbee and walking.   All of these activities utilize the open green space and
would not add needless “hardening and concrete to the beach park. 

I oppose the plans for a “Dog Park” as: 1. Without hourly maintenance
it can be filthy and 2. It adds a needless extra danger of dog bites and feces
to the park and beach.   

While a few swings or child play set ups might be nice, these things
can be placed at any park, and a large private kiddie play park would take

away from the usable picnic and open space of the park and be a negative
environmentally.    The park should focus on beach and swimming activities.  

The regular park users just want to see more work being done to

improve the facilities that are already there. 

"There'S been a whole lot of talk about spending things, but not a

whole lot of how do you maintain it,  said Sharlene Chun-Lum with Save Ala
Moana Beach Park Hui.

Aside from the playground, the other big physical changes the
City has proposed include the addition of a dog park, perpendicular
parking stalls and a shared use path along the Makai side of the

park. 

The Ben Gutierrez | March 11, 2019 article in (HawaiiNewsNow) - No
dog park. No “world-class playground.” And no changes to parking.    Takes

an accurate pulse of the people who took the time to show up and
participate at the March 11, 2019 McCoy Pavilion meeting to discus the EIS
and proposed park changes. 

 “No dog park. No “world-class playground.” And no changes to
parking.   That was the overwhelming sentiment of attendees at a

Page 3 of  4

community meeting Monday on the future of Ala Moana Regional Park,
known as the “people’s park.”

The meeting at McCoy Pavilion was organized by Save Ala Moana Park
Hui. Members say the city hasn’t been listening to their voices during the
planning process.

“I don’t want anything to be done with our beach,” said Waikiki
resident Patricia Shields. “Ala Moana Beach Park is my beach, and it’s my

hope that it belongs to all of us.”

One man found out the hard way that the plan for a one-acre kid’s
playground in the park isn’t as popular as one would think.    “The one thing

that I think is really awesome in this EIS is that playground idea,” said
Samuel Wilder King II, who was holding a toddler.  “At that point, he was
drowned out by booing from the crowd.

“We in the Outdoor Circle think it’s a good idea, but just not here,”
said Brian Bagnall, who spoke after Wilder. “We believe the right place for

this world-class playground is next to the Children’s Discovery Center” in
Kakaako.     His remarks drew cheers.

Some believe the changes are proposed to cater to the residents of the

high-rise condominiums that have sprung up across Ala Moana Boulevard.  
“If you’re bringing in 20 new buildings along this corridor, then you don’t
need to take our space. You need to create more spaces for these people,”

said resident Salvatore Lanzilotti.     The consensus of the group at the
meeting was that the Children’s Play Ground should be built near the
Childrens’ Discovery Center to shore up that area.    The dog park should be

built on Howard Hughes land as Hughes us required to create open space for
his thousands of new condo dwellers in the 20 towers it is building.    That
would be more ecologically friendly and retain maximum upon space for the
park users.   

“If there’s something the administration goes forward with that the
council doesn’t agree with, they have the opportunity to stop it there,” said

Robert Kroning, the city’s director of design and construction.    I and The
group "Save Ala Moana Beach Park Hui" certainly hope the Mayor is listening
to the voices of the people in this instance that are loud, clear and abundant.

Sincerely, 

Andre’ Wooten   
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1

Rebecca Choi

From: Andrew hamilton <ajhamilto@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 2:08 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park - 2nd Draft EIS Comment

Hello, 
Please don’t change the park too much! I love the openness of it as it currently is. Putting the playground near the 
children’s center in Kakaako would be great or just add to the one at Ward. A dog park isn’t needed as not many people 
bring their dogs to the beach. Adding more parking would help. 
 
Thanks for reading! 
 
Andrew 
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1

Rebecca Choi

From: Pepper, Andrew L. (Honolulu - JL P.C., a Law Corp.) <Andrew.Pepper@jacksonlewis.com>
Sent: Monday, March 18, 2019 3:12 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana All-Inclusive Playground

Dear EIS Evaluators: 
 
My son helped Pa’ani Kakou scope and plan the all-inclusive playground addition to Ala Moana Beach Park as part of the 
new master plan.   The planned playground is a wonderful idea and will be a true asset to the users of Ala Moana Beach 
Park.   I urge that the all-inclusive playground be adopted as a permanent part of the master plan so that our keiki may 
enjoy this park amenity in the near future. 
 
Thank you for considering this input. 
 
 
 
Andrew L. Pepper 
Attorney at Law 
Jackson Lewis P.C., ALC 
1088 Bishop St. 
Suite 4100 
Honolulu, HI  96813 
Main: (808) 526-0404 | Fax: (808) 744-7972 
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Rebecca Choi

From: andystarn@gmail.com
Sent: Monday, March 18, 2019 6:32 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Playground

To Whom it May Concern: 
                                                                                                                                                                                                   
I think an inclusive Playground at the Ala Moana Beach Park is great idea.  My children are ages 3, 5, and 11, and we 
frequent Ala Moana Beach Park to go to the beack, and to ride our bikes at Magic Island.  If the Playground was there 
they would have an even better time at Ala Moana Beach Park, and we would come more often.  The Playground 
location is in the lease used portion of the park, with the most unused parking across from the playground location.    I 
don’t think the playground takes away parking from other park users, except perhaps on the very busiest days of the 
year.  I have been to other regional parks on the Mainland, and think they are terrific.  To have a Park where every child 
on Oahu can come and play would be truly amazing.   
 
The fact that this playground is getting lumped in to the opposition to the loss of the ocean front parking is a big 
mistake.  Those saying they are against any park changes, are throwing away the good with the bad.  The baby with bath 
water, and really not stopping to think about the Keiki.   It will be a huge loss for the Keiki on the Island if people who are 
worried about their ability to surf and swim block this children’s park.  Because the Children’s Playground won’t take up 
any of their parking. 
 
No one is using the grass area next to the pond currently.  This playground should be there, and people should think 
about the Keiki and their having an awesome place to play. 
 
Aloha, 
 
Andy  
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Rebecca Choi

From: Ann Jones <mei_jun35@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, March 20, 2019 4:09 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Inclusive playground 

My Son has Spinocerebellar Ataxia 29 and he uses a walker too play at Salt Lake District Park.  He cannot access the 
playground w his walker or even slide down a slide so having a Playground that has ramps so he can access it is what I 
want !!!  
My name is Ann Jones and I am a Special Needs mom who is an advocate for her child.    
‘Oahu need too step up and include a playground for all abilities!!  
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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1

Rebecca Choi

From: Annette Romualdo <annetteromualdo@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 21, 2019 5:50 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: I support the playground

Aloha, 
 
This email regards my support of the proposed inclusive (accessible, universally-designed) playground at Ala Moana 
Beach Park.   
 
As a parent of a child with Down syndrome, as well as two typically-abled children, access to a universally-designed 
playground is not a want, but a necessity.  Our commitment to an inclusive use of public space is a core value.  This 
space would provide a means for ALL families to enjoy the beach.  Our son, as well as other differently-abled children, 
may not be safe, or have access to the ocean.  But with this playground, we can still enjoy the beach (safely) as a family.  
 
K kou: Commit to inclusion and make Ala Moana Park a safe space for ALL of our keiki.  Please commit to building this 
playground. 
 
 
In the spirit of inclusivity, 
 
Annette Romualdo (and family) 
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1

Rebecca Choi

From: A.Ramos <h3frwy@aol.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 9:07 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park - 2nd Draft EIS Comment

From Arcadio Ramos Jr. 60 y.o male.                Ala Moana Beach Park doesn’t need the “World class one acre children 
park”.     It’s great without it.     If a family wants to have a recreational toy than bring it in for a day than bring it back to 
ur house at the end of the day.   
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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1

Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Audrey Abe <audreyabecpa@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 22, 2018 4:04 PM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov
Cc: rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Comments on Draft EIS Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements

Comments:     Comments on Draft EIS Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements due 
Aug 22 2018 
 

Project:            Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements 
                        AMRP and Magic Island Improvements 
HRS sec 343    Use of state or county land and funds 
5(a) Trigger 
Districts: 
Island:             Oahu 
TMK(s):           2-3-37:001,002,022,023,025 
To:                   Office of Mayor 

kcaldwell@honolulu.gov 
Dept of Design and Construction C & C Honolulu, Robert Kroning Director 
rkroning@honolulu.gov 
Belt Collins Hawaii LLC 
jhiramatsu@bchdesign.com 

From:              Audrey Abe 
                        audreyabecpa@gmail.com 808 754-1552 

 
  
DOG PARK 2.3.1 
It makes no eminent sense to have a Dog Park at Ala Moana Beach Park which is the only sizeable public beach park in 
Honolulu Proper with sandy beaches, swimming and ocean activities etc. that is safe for our children and families to 
enjoy.   
  
The EIS report states there are problems with people not picking up their dog poop when walking their dogs in the park 
and that the Dog Park could be a solution.  This is not logical and will not solve the problem because you cannot control 
when and where a dog will poop or pee.  People who walk their dogs will probably continue to walk their dogs for 
exercise anyway, and they are not able to direct their dogs to the Dog Park to poop when needed even if they chose 
to.  And for those at the Dog Park, these dogs will poop anywhere on the premises and whenever they please.  Will there 
be sufficient personnel to maintain the Dog Park? This could be costly expense.  Dog owners are not always watching 
their dogs every second and no less clean up the messes.   Dog Parks should be situated away from areas heavily used by 
the public for recreational purposes and most definitely why use our precious prime ocean front beaches for a Dog Park.
  
A major concern of Dog Parks are the many contagious dog diseases that affect not just dogs but humans as well.  For 
instance the airborne bacteria from dried dog poop can cause human allergies, asthma and other diseases.   The breeze 
blows from north to south and therefore would blow from the Dog Park to the nearby beach are where many picnic 
goers are eating and relaxing.  They will need to contend with the foul odors of the pee and poop, the breathing of the 
airborne bacteria,  andbarking noises.      
  
I love dogs and have had dogs all my life but having a Dog Park at Ala Moana Beach Park is not acceptable for the 
public’s safety and is a disturbance of their recreational use of the park and beach.   The EIS repor states that this is an 
underutilized land area.  It would be more practical and less costly for the taxpayers if this area is improved with a better 
picnic setting with picnic tables, landscaping, plants etc then it would be more desirable for the public to utilize. 
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UNISEX BATHROOMS 
This is a horrible idea. Plain and simple, here’s one example.  Picture a little girl like your daughter or granddaughter in 
the unisex bathroom or a lady and confronted by a large undesirable man or homeless person which is common place. 
Let’s be realistic.  It won’t work. 
  
MAKAI SHARED-USE PATH 2.3.6 
Oppose this plan because it’ll take away much needed and already limited parking, and the proposed planters will take 
away from the current grass areas that local residents currently use to sit and enjoy the beach.   Grass areas such as this 
located close to and adjacent to the sandy beach are very limited therefore why take it away for planters and concrete 
surface.   
Also to encourage more bikers in this midsection of the park  is dangerous for people walking especially for children and 
elderly. 
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August 22, 2018 
 
TO:  Mayor Kirk Caldwell kcaldwell@honolulu.gov 
         Robert Kroning rkroning@honolulu.gov 
         Joanne Hiramatsu jhiramatsu@bchdesign.com 
    
FROM:  Audrey Lee malamaalamoana@gmail.com 

RE:  Draft Environmental Impact Statement, Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements, 
issued by Belt Collins on July 8, 2018  

Aloha Kakou,  

Having been raised by parents who brought me to Ala Moana Beach Park since I was an infant, and 
having brought my children here since infants as well, this park is a part of my heritage and my 
children’s as well.  As a pre-teen, I recall the State Fair on Magic Island before grass was planted and as a 
teenager, I surfed the various surf breaks whenever I could.  In the past 9 years, I have also standup 
paddled here at Ala Moana.   

Now, this park that has given so much to me is on the verge of transformation into something which 
represents the giving of Hawaii’s soul to the commercial tourist industry and wealthy outsiders without 
leaving the local people a place to go.  Why do I say this?   

In section 2.3.6 of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS), the proposal is to create a shared 
use path along the beachfront allowing for safe passage of bicyclists and pedestrians.  First, there is no 
such thing as safe passage of pedestrians with people riding bicycles.  If people walked their bicycles 
along the path, maybe the path could be shared.  But, even on the sidewalks where bicycles are not 
allowed, there are many who ride their bicycles since traffic is less friendly than a sidewalk.  However, 
for a pedestrian, having a bicyclist or another fast moving wheeled vehicle in their path is not friendly or 
comfortable.  

In addition, to create this path, the proposal wants to cement over the grassy strip where families and 
friends picnic and hang out.  To take out the grassy area and trees to put in cement is clearly not a 
welcoming feature for someone who uses the park.  It creates a more hardened feel and takes out the 
natural setting even more so.  An occasional tree with a bit of grass surrounded by concrete barriers is 
not a good compromise.  The majority of the community have voiced their opinions repeatedly that they 
want to KEEP the grassy strip and current trees as they are.  By changing the character and welcoming 
feel, you are pushing the local people out in your intended effort to attract more tourists to this beach.  
The people of Hawaii welcome tourists, but not to the point where they are being pushed out of their 
own park.  They will share, but not give it over.  By creating this type of environment, Mayor, you are 
pushing the people of Hawaii out of the People’s Park.  Please do not do this. 

 

Also, in section 2.3.5, a proposal for perpendicular parking on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive is 
taking out a majority of the parallel parking and with it, most of the trees and grass to make way for the 
length of the perpendicular parking stalls.  This is a safety issue with the backing up into traffic going in 
and out of the perpendicular stalls.   
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Also, with 113 parking stalls recommended by the parking study in the DEIS, and with the additional 
number of parking stalls being accommodated for in the Keyhole renovation proposal, why would an 
additional 121 parking stalls be needed for such a drastic undertaking?  It calls into mind the carrying 
capacity of the park and the strain on park resources and personnel.  It also ushers in the wastefulness 
of spending on a project for which there is no real need.  The cost of doing such a project throughout 
the length of the park drive would certainly be better spent on helping to replace the sewage system 
that is much overdue in its overhaul.   

 

Lastly, in Section 2.3.1, the newly inserted proposal about the dog park, there is no good reason to have 
a dog park at the beach.  I agree that dog parks are needed, but not in an area that presents health and 
safety issues to the people who go to the park.  There are better venues for dog parks nearby and Ala 
Moana Beach Park is not one of them.  I could cite all sorts of things, but having seen many of my 
colleagues’ letters, I think they have gone through all I would say and more.  So, suffice it to say, please 
do not go ahead with a health and safety hazard that is not even a great area for a dog park. 

 

I am only one voice.  But in talking with hundreds of people, at the beach, online, wherever I am, I have 
found that almost all agree with these above thoughts, particularly about the parking and shared use 
path.  I could have just sent in my own thoughts and never formed this group M lama Moana to help 
bring the voices of the people to the City.  But, because so many felt helpless and without hope, our 
group decided that we needed to help bring those voices to you, Mayor.   

In closing, thank you, again, for allowing me to voice my concerns.   I would also like to express my 
appreciation for the other proposals that are needed to maintain the park and its resources in addition 
to repairing the broken parts of the park.  I do hope you are listening to what the people of Hawaii want 
and do not want.  

  

Sincerely yours,  

Audrey Lee 

malamaalamoana@gmail.com  

 

March 24, 2019 

 

TO:  Mayor Kirk Caldwell kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; 
         Robert Kroning rkroning@honolulu.gov; 
         Joanne Hiramatsu jhiramatsu@bchdesign.com; 
                                      alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com 
  
FROM:  Audrey Lee 
  321 North Kuakini St., #305 
  Honolulu, HI 96817 

malamaalamoana@gmail.com 
 

RE:  Ala Moana Regional Park - 2nd Draft EIS Comment: Second Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(SDEIS), Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements Tax Map Key: (1)2-3-37:001, 002, 
022, 023, 025, issued by Belt Collins on January 29, 2019 

 
Dear Mayor Caldwell, Director Kroning, and Ms. Hiramatsu: 
 
 Thank you for all your hard work in working on the Master Plan for Improvements to Ala Moana 
Regional Park and Magic Island.  We at Mālama Moana are also working hard to help bring the voices 
of the people to you to consider.  This response is my personal response.   

  
I am responding to the following Sections in the SDEIS: 
  
 Section 2.3.6 Widen shared use path along makai side 
 
 Section 2.3.10 Widen shared use path along Ala Wai   
  
 Section 2.3.5 Reconfigure parking on the mauka side to add more stalls 
 
 Section 2.3.14 and 2.4 Sand replenishment and long term beach nourishment   
 
 Section 2.3.15 Build playground 
 
 Section 2.3.1 Add a dog park 
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I. Widen shared use path along makai side (SDEIS SECTION 2.3.6) 
A. The MOST IMPORTANT POINT about opposing this proposal is the ssafety factor.  IIT IS NOT 
A SHARED USE PATH; IT IS A SIDEWALK FOR PEOPLE!  Even in Waikiki, shared use is not allowed 
on the sidewalk despite the much greater wideness of the concrete in Waikiki over the planned 
width for Ala Moana.  Why?  BECAUSE IT IS A DANGER AND WOULD DRAIN THE STATE WITH 
LIABILITY SUITS.  So, have the bikes and other wheeled vehicles on a separate path, not the 
sidewalk, please.  Let’s keep our children safe! 
B. The grassy strip should be kept instead of replacing it with concrete which only makes it 
hotter and contributes to additional global warming.  The grassy area is attractive and inviting to 
the public who like to use it for shaded picnic areas or just a cool place to stand before entering 
the sandy beach area.  It does not impede other beachgoers from accessing the sandy beach as 
was stated.  “Many park users have been erecting tents and barbecue grills for their picnic areas 
along the grassy area on the makai side of the Ala Moana Park Drive, which impedes other 
beachgoers from accessing the sandy beach.” (p. 1-16, lines 9-11) This is NOT true (except 
possibly on the 4th of July and during the Lantern Festival), and has created a false lens through 
which to view this proposal.   
C. Last, but not least, the width of the sidewalk is fine the way it is.  At all hours of the day 
and all days of the week (except for major events or holidays like the 4th of July and Lantern 
Festival which for some strange reason keeps being brought up by the EIS), the width of the 
sidewalk is more than enough to accommodate those walking along or across it.  Despite 
donations from groups that might benefit on those days, the City must remember that the 
Taxpayers provide the real income.  And it is that money by which the City is proposing to widen 
the sidewalk that will cost millions of their hard-earned taxpaying dollars.  The way in which this 
money is being thrown about to pay for the wishes of a select few making donations in various 
ways is uunconscionable. 

II. Widen shared use path along Ala Wai  (Section 2.3.10) 
A. The MOST IMPORTANT POINT about opposing this proposal is the ssafety factor.  AGAIN, 
IT IS A NOT A SHARED USE PATH; IT IS A SIDEWALK FOR PEOPLE!  Even in Waikiki, shared use is 
not allowed on the sidewalk despite the much greater wideness of the concrete.  Why?  
BECAUSE IT IS A DANGER AND WOULD DRAIN THE STATE WITH LIABILITY SUITS.  So, have the 
bikes and other wheeled vehicles on a separate path, not the sidewalk, please.  If you have a 
shared use path for this area, those on wheeled vehicles will continue on into the park as they 
are.  DO NOT DO THIS, LEAVE THE SIDEWALK ALONE! 
B. On page 2-32, line 5, it says, “There seems to be a disconnect of the path, however, 
between where the Park ends and where the parking lot begins.  Currently, there is a simple 
sidewalk along the parking lot. Large tour buses are often seen parked along this area. 
Improvements to the path would benefit these users by expanding it along the parking lot as 
well.”   There is a reason for the disconnect, it is a purposeful and important one.  It’s called SAFE 
DESIGN.  Please keep our park safe and not keep trying to commercialize it into a second Waikiki. 

C. (Page 2-32, line 15) “Much like the Makai Shared-Use Path, the design of this path will 
comply with the Complete Streets initiatives.”  The Complete Streets Initiative does NOT include 
parks.  The City is just trying to confuse the public by saying “oh, we HAVE TO do this.”  They do 
not and should not. 

III. Reconfigure parking on the mauka side to add more stalls (Section 2.3.5) 
A. The MOST IMPORTANT POINT about opposing this proposal is the ssafety factor.  
Perpendicular parking is best in a parking lot, worst on busy two- way streets.  Why?  Drivers 
have to back out into the street with llimited visibility and they need to take time to do so.  
Meanwhile the ttraffic back up gets worse on busy days or times.  Drivers backing up may feel 
rushed and not take the needed time to back out safely.  Or ppedestrians walk into the street 
without noticing the car reversing.  This is a scenario that doesn’t need to happen.  Everyone I 
talk with thinks this is a bad idea.  How anyone looking at this thinks otherwise should offer to 
pay for accidents if this change goes forward. 
B. (Page 2-18, line 40) “The mauka stalls are still proposed to be reconfigured to 
perpendicular stalls but will also include parallel stalls where appropriate. Sidewalk 
improvements are also proposed for the entire length of the mauka parking expansion.”  There 
are already 103 additional parking stalls just by reconfiguring the Keyhole parking lot.  To add 10 
more additional stalls as suggested by the parking study in the EISPN to total 113 additional, we 
could much more easily NNOT take out 10 of those stalls on the makai side, thereby saving all the 
grass, trees, and curbing on the mauka side and all the futile expense that goes with it (futile due 
to sea level rise in the near future).  In order to create perpendicular stalls on the mauka side, 118-
25 feet of grass, trees, and curbing as well as any other obstacles to clearing the area for parking 
stalls will need to be eliminated for more stalls.  If we only need 10 more stalls per the study, why 
add 136 more at great expense in dollars and trees/grass/curbing?  What about the carrying 
capacity of the park?  Have we increased the ability of the park to handle that much more?  Or 
just the parking?  The City is still trying to catch up to the current capacity; how will it be before 
it can take care of doubling that capacity?  Don’t put in double the parking stalls without being 
able to handle double the people.   

IV. Sand replenishment and long term beach nourishment  (Section 2.3.14 and 2.4) 
A. First, in 1939 to 2007 (six times) at Kuhio Beach and in 2012 in front of the Royal 
Hawaiian Hotel, similar plans for sand replenishment were done.  A study done in 2013 to check 
on its effectiveness showed that wwithin a year of the replenishment, at least 27% of the replaced 
sand had washed back out to sea.  6000 cubic yards out of 24K cubic yards placed had 
disappeared.  If that process happened at Ala Moana, the water level would get more and more 
shallow between the beach and the reef.    
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B. Second, the method by which the replenishment is done will kill or significantly damage 
the coral reef upon which the wweight of heavy machines being used to collect the sand are 
placed.  Also, the very ssignificant noise and vibrations from the machines will kill surrounding 
marine life in the area.  It will also pprohibit hundreds of surfers from continuing with their daily 
health regimen during the process.  Very unhappy taxpayers.  After the process, the areas being 
farmed for sand will change the wave which is currently what the surfers go there for.   Very 
unhappy taxpayers. 
C. Third, this doesn’t seem to be in touch with the rreality of climate change.  Are we 
proposing to do this despite the above concerns until the water level rises so high that it is 
deemed no longer relevant?  (Page 3-25, lines 18-26) “The effect of sea level rise on the beach is 
a consideration for the City. While academic models show that the beach profile can move 
higher and inshore with rising water levels, these models assume an unconstrained and 
continuous sandy profile. This, however, is not the case at Ala Moana beach. As sea levels rise, 
sand that would be mobilized to form a higher inshore berm would likely be washed over the 
wall. In addition, the availability of sand will be less, since the supply of sand is limited to the 
amount of sand inshore of the swim channel. The beach can be re-nourished periodically to 
account for sea level rise; however, aa higher backshore wall may soon become necessary to 
achieve and maintain the beach elevations nnecessary to mitigate flooding.”  Looks like the EIS is 
trying to point out that there are climate change concerns that are not being sufficiently 
addressed in the proposals as well. 

V. Build playground (Section 2.3.15) 
A. Although a new playground is one of the 9 Community Action points, it doesn’t address 
immediate facility needs.  (p. 1-15, line 22) The design for the playground involves aa need for a 
separate environmental study, greater liability and maintenance expense for the City (read 
taxpayers), and private profiteering by a neighboring developer across the street.  If it didn’t, this 
might not be a big issue.  But it is and for those reasons sshould not be swept under the proverbial 
EIS rug.  Zip lines and water features in the playground create additional concerns that need to 
be addressed.  Despite being designed from ideas by 400+ students who do not yet know the 
implications of cost to their families and all taxpayers in Hawaii, the designers and private group 
who are donating the playground do know the legal implications of these ideas and have said 
they will not be responsible for anything that may ensue after their donation takes up an acre of 
land next to a new parking lot in the park. 
B. The playground has not been evaluated by the EIS process since it is one of the 9 
Community Action points which is said to be operating outside the scope of approval of the EIS.  
How can it be approved if the facts about the playground aren’t known?  It has been added to the 
SDEIS, but without sufficient information to evaluate. 

C. (Page 2-37, lines 11-12) “Overall community feedback for the playground was considered 
positive during the 12 scoping meetings.” Since the community did not know about the actual 
plans for the playground till almost a year later when it was presented at the Ala Moana 
Kaka’ako Neighborhood Board Meeting, it is difficult to understand what community the SDEIS is 
referring to..  I would like a thorough explanation of this along with WHO were invited to the 12 
scoping meetings and WHO went, please. 

 

VI. Add a dog park (Section 2.3.1) 
A. HEALTH and SAFETY are the main concerns I have about this proposal.  This is a BEACH 
park, the People’s Park, not a place for dogs to swim, but for people.  If a dog park is situated and 
allowed to be in this proximity, it may enter the minds of people, with and without dogs, that it is 
ok for dogs to also swim and be off leash at the beach.  IT IS NOT OK.  There may be other 
beaches where it is ok, but this beach is not one of them.  EEven if there is a law stating as such, it 
may not be enforced since it is also currently not enforced.  Park Rangers do not have the 
authority to issue anything to those breaking the laws.  The police do not want to be involved in 
enforcement of these park laws.  The only officer that ever did enforce those laws was 
transferred out of the park since he gave out many tickets to offending law breakers.  WWithout 
enforcement, NO DOG PARK SHOULD EVEN BE CONSIDERED AT A BEACH PARK FOR PEOPLE. 
B. MAINTENANCE and COST ISSUE  (Page 2-9, line 6-10)  “A dog park is proposed for park 
users to have an open area for their dogs. Some dog owners walk their dogs through the Park, 
but do not clean up after them according to feedback from the scoping meetings. A dog park 
could be a solution to this since the area will be contained by a fence and it will include waste 
stations. It will also provide two play areas, one for small dogs and another for all dogs (Figure 2-
2).”  A dog park is not a solution for people not picking up after their dogs, it is a creation of 
more messy areas that need to be cleaned!  Who will clean it?  The City maintenance staff?  TThe 
solution:  Let’s have the condo developers who allow dogs to live in their condos create their own 
dog parks on their own land.  DO NOT TAKE CITY LAND HOSTAGE, PUBLIC LAND NOT FOR SALE!   

 

In closing, I would like to thank you for this opportunity to submit my comments and concerns.  I 
do hope you will take the peoples’ voices into careful consideration when reviewing your plans for Ala 
Moana Regional Park and Magic Island.  I have spoken with many people and read many comments 
about these proposals.  There may be a few who like those proposals that the majority does not.  You, 
Mayor Caldwell, have been voted into a position to represent the many, not the few.  Please let Ala 
Moana be the Peoples’ Park, not the Park Lane Park or Waikiki #2.  Director Kroning and Ms. Hiramatsu, 
I hope you will see that some of these changes may not be good for Hawaii at this time.  Thank you! 

Sincerely yours, 

Audrey Lee 

Mālama Moana 
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1

Rebecca Choi

From: Ben Wang <benjaminjwang@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2019 10:51 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Beach Park Master Plan 

My family and I are writing in support of the playground project at Ala Moana Beach Park.  We are frequent 
users of the park, where we go surfing, picnicking with friends and family, and taking our two kids to swim and 
play at the beach.  Our kids love going to playgrounds and the design of the proposed playground would be a 
world-class addition to the park, particularly in an area that is not currently being utilized heavily.   
 
Furthermore, the cost of building the playground is being paid for by private funds and will not be a cost 
funded by taxpayers.   
 
The playground is being designed for everyone to use, we truly hope that our kids and their friends will get to 
play there in the near future. 
 
Regards, 
Ben Wang 

Appendix A - Comments and Responses - Individual Stakeholders and Park Users 
31



To: Belt Collins Hawaii LLC 
c/o Joanne E. Hiramatsu  
2153 North King Street, Suite 200 
Honolulu, Hawai‘i 96819 

                                
email: jhiramatsu@bchdesign.com  

 
Date: August 17, 2018 
 
Re: Public Comment on the City and County of Honolulu, Department of Design and 

Construction Draft Environmental Impact Assessment for Ala Moana Regional 
Park Improvements, published July 8, 2018 

 
Aloha.  I am a Hawai‘i resident and have been a near-daily user of Ala Moana beach 

park for nearly twenty years.  We celebrate family and community events with picnics and 
barbeque events at the park.  I go skin diving outside of the reef and Magic Island for reef 
fish and tako.  More often, I surf, swim, and run with a community of long time park users.  I 
have attended multiple open houses and community events to learn more about the changes 
proposed for the park.   

I have reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Assessment for Ala Moana Regional 
Park Improvements, published July 8, 2018 in the OEQC Environmental Notice (DEIS).  The 
proposed Park Improvements wholly fail to consider: (1) the environmental impacts of the 
proposed wholesale increase in park users; (2) the carrying capacity of park resources; and 
(3) environmental impacts of increasing impervious surfaces on the makai side of the park in 
light of sea level rise and increasing heavy rain events.  The DEIS lacks critical information 
about the significant environmental impacts of the preferred alternative.  The EIS should be 
rejected unless the “no action” alternative is selected by the City and County.   

 
Comment No. 1:  Proposed Park Improvements will increase usage without addressing 
the various carrying capacities of the Park and its environment.  
 

 First, the DEIS apparently includes a proposal to increase parking capacity by 
upwards of 150-234 parking stalls.  Further, “[t]he Ala Moana-Kaka‘ako area population is 
likely to supply a large share of regular Park users.”  DEIS at 3-57.  As disclosed at the 
August 16, 2018 community meeting held by M lama Moana, the City expects that many of 
these users will not use cars, but will be pedestrians or bicyclists.  The City apparently 
expects to make Ala Moana into a biking “transit hub.” Increasing parking, added to the 
cumulative impacts of increased park usage from Kaka‘ako condominium projects, will 
foreseeable increase park usage dramatically.  The DEIS includes no discussion of the 
various carrying capacities of the park. 
 The only mention of “capacity” was in regard to vehicular parking.  Parking is only 
one factor contributing to carrying capacity.  Other factors include showers, bathroom 
usage, picnic areas, croquet areas, etc.  A failure to plan for carrying capacity can lead to 
increased user conflicts and, more relevant to HRS chapter 343 review, environmental 
impacts.  No study or information was presented in the DEIS to account for environmental 
impacts consequent to the increased usage of park resources and nearshore environs.  
 

Comment No. 2:  DEIS failed to discuss impacts on corals, reef ecosystems, and 
traditional and customary practitioners who use these areas for fishing.   
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 One of my particular concerns is the impacts on coral reefs and the ecosystems they 
support.  I regularly observe especially beginner-surfers and persons taking surf lessons 
wearing “reef walkers” on the fringing reef.  That reef is far from dead and the impact of 
persons haphazardly walking on corals and other parts of the reef may be significant.  I 
know of dozens of locations of live coral on that reef.  There are also sea urchins and other 
reef fish on the shallow reef.  I am not native Hawaiian, but I dive and fish with others who 
are Native Hawaiian.  Many of them continue to hunt for tako and fish for oio on the same reef 
that is used for beginner surfing lessons (due to its shallow depth and smaller waves) and 
where the customers and instructors wear reef walkers - allowing them to stomp on the reef.  
Others, especially new park users, will also wear reef walkers so that they need not be 
selective about where they walk to get out to the surf breaks.  

No study was conducted to address environmental impacts of various increased uses 
of the park.  The impacts on corals, reef ecosystems, and cultural practices consequent to a 
greater inundation of new park users and density of park use was not discussed in the DEIS.  
  

Comment No. 3:  Hardening and increasing impervious surfaces via the “Shared Use 
Path” on the makai side of the street is inappropriate in view of climate change impacts. 
 
The DEIS recites some of the information from sea level rise reports.  Nevertheless, 

proposed park improvements include further hardening and an increase in impervious 
surfaces through the installation of a “shared use path” along the makai side of the street.  
This is inappropriate for several reasons.  

Your proposal to narrow and remove that green strip and “diseased” trees runs 
counter to new findings about the necessity of interrupting impervious surfaces to prevent 
flooding/ ponding.  I use the park even during heavy rain events and have observed water 
washing from the sidewalk and being nearly absorbed by the green strip of lawn (and trees) 
that separates the sidewalk from the street.  Without that area, the street would likely have 
flooded and made it dangerous to drive out of the park.   

Second, I and others in the community use the green area between the sidewalk and 
the street as a picnic area.  These are coveted picnic areas and with increased usage of the 
park, they would be even more valuable.  

Third, the proposal for a “shared use path” seems uninformed by the fact that traffic 
along the interior street is already slow and governed by multiple speed bumps.  People 
already bike through the park using that street.  Widening the sidewalk is unnecessary.   

 
Mahalo nui for your consideration of my comments.   
 
 
 
 
Bianca K. Isaki, Ph.D, Esq. 
email:  bianca.isaki@gmail.com 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Bianca Isaki <bianca@kahea.org>
Sent: Sunday, March 24, 2019 1:54 PM
To: Joanne Hiramatsu
Cc: Jonathan Yim; Bruce Lum; Ron Iwami; donna; malamaalamoana@gmail.com; 

senmoriwaki@capitol.hawaii.gov
Subject: Public comment on Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements Second Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement

To:       Belt Collins Hawaii LLC 
c/o Joanne E. Hiramatsu  
2153 North King Street, Suite 200 
Honolulu, Hawai‘i 96819 

                                
email: jhiramatsu@bchdesign.com  

  
Date:   March 24, 2019 
  

Re:      Public Comment on the City and County of Honolulu, Department of Design and 
Construction SECOND Draft Environmental Impact Assessment for Ala Moana Regional Park 
Improvements 

  
To whom it may concern,  
  
I am a Honolulu resident who utilizes the park for recreational purposes several times a week. I grew up 
using the park for family parties, weddings, birthdays, holidays, funerals, and fishing. 
 
I have concerns about the impacts of the proposed park "improvement" plans on natural, cultural, and 
recreational resources, as well as the procedures for review.  The procedures are piecemeal, evidenced 
by this "second" draft EIS. They are also overly technical and incomprehensible to even the educated 
public.  
  
For instance, CIA, Appx. D-3 was included but it describes the scope of review of the project but does not 
include the 500-person capacity playground or dredging of offshore sand.  CIA, page 154-56, section 6.2. I 
talked to some people who were listed as surfing organization reps and who got consultant letters and they 
weren’t aware of the offshore sand dredging. How can the cultural impact assessment be considered 
complete if its consultants were not made away of this critical aspect of the project? 
  
Installing perpendicular parking is wholly incompatible with recreational users who have to drive in from 
elsewhere and use the park. We have surfboards, longboards, paddleboards, etc and need to remove and 
prepare these items while standing in back of our cars. With the planned removal of the makai strip of 
grass, we will either be standing in the bike lane or in the street with our surfboards.  This proposal 
indicates that project developers are wholly out of touch with the ways the local community uses this park. 
  
The second DEIS raises additional significant environmental impacts that have not been fully disclosed or 
mitigated in the current draft.  Offshore sand mining was not discussed in the first DEIS.  The offshore sand 
mining action was added to the second DEIS, but this second draft fails to detail cumulative impacts. 
Dredging offshore sand has serious environmental impacts and should not be implemented unless there 
are certain threats to life or important, irreplaceable properties.  Here, offshore sand mining is proposed 
for a sand replenishment project that is largely aesthetic. If sand replenishment is deemed absolutely 
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necessary, then the City should look at nearshore sources or sources of sand even if they are not the more 
desirable white-beach sand. 
  
Turbidity impacts of offshore sand mining are not comprehensively discussed and fail to include studies of 
indirect, secondary impacts. Some studies have shown long term effects from dredging. Many of these 
impacts are unknown and need further study. The offshore sand mining study was prepared by the same 
entity that concluded there would not be significant impacts to Waik k  surf breaks.  Myself and others 
from the public have noticed many changes to Waik k  surf breaks after the dredging and beach 
replenishment over the years. SEI's prediction of negligible impact to Waik k breaks seems incorrect to 
me. What is different about their predictions for beach park breaks?  
  
Installation of the 500-person capacity playground with the proposed materials may create a significant 
source of plastic debris, particularly because of the associated concessionaires. These debris may enter 
the ocean and adversely impact the ecosystems and the marine creatures within and as well as seabird 
habitats.  
  
Both the MRCI and the SEI studies concluded park areas are not populated with “food fish” but listed 
manini amongst the species found there.  Additionally, moi and papio are caught in the channel.  The biota 
assessment says nothing about the halalu, sardines, and oama schools in the swim channel that are cultural 
resources for all kinds of family fishing activities. I have dived there and seen, caught, and eaten many 
varieties of reef fish and tako.  The MRCI assessment only looked at biota in the swim channel and the 
additional SEI assessment only discussed the offshore sand mining area. Both studies missed the critically 
important reef and nearby rubble areas.  Oio, tako, and weke are regularly found on the reef. I see them 
swimming along the reef especially at lower tides when their dorsal fins are visible. These species eat 
small crabs, on the reef and are vital cultural resources and food species for many other fish.  
  
The area makai of the shallow reef and just mauka of the offshore sand mining area is also rich with marine 
biota, including the endangered Hawaiian monk seal, which I have regularly viewed because I surf and 
dive in that area. Studies of the offshore sand mining area missed many species that pass through that area, 
including M , which is a prized food fish and lives in rubble and sand areas near reef, papio, uhu, various 
sharks, rays, and sea cucumbers. Offshore sand mining can displace habitat for the endemic Manu o Ku 
birds (which spend their days hunting at sea), green sea turtles, rays, sharks, and other species. I have 
observed all of these species while diving, swimming, paddling and surfing in these areas.  
  
I regularly surf at all breaks along the park, including outside of magic island. Displacement of sand can 
cause changes to make up of the sea floor. Offshore sand mining and beach replenishment have been 
linked to increases in spinal injuries consequent to ocean recreational users diving or falling into areas 
that were previously deeper or due to steeper waves caused by changed seafloor depths.  Two surfers 
were paralyzed after the Waik k  beach replenishment project and sued the State. 
http://www.hawaiinewsnow.com/story/27473796/new-lawsuits-claim-waikiki-sand-project-caused-
severe-injuries/ I am concerned that shifting sands caused by offshore dredging could result in new 
shallow sections on the already very shallow reef and cause injuries to myself and others.  It is unclear why 
the beach needs nourishment. There are sandy spots along the beach and if tourists want sandy entries - 
they can go there.  
  
I read the SEI wave modeling studies and was unable to understand it. SEI's wave modeling was based on 
BOUSS-2D and SWAN models that I don't understand. These studies and the conclusions were not 
presented in plain language so it is impossible for a layman like myself to understand. Also, a fuller 
account of the methods and findings is needed. They only looked at waves coming in from a southerly 
direction, but waves hit the beach park from a spectrum of angles, including even when there are North 
West swells. No review of the beach breaks closer to the proposed offshore dredge site was included. No 
review of impacts to free diving and cultural resources for free diving were included.  
 

3

The "no action" alternative was not adequately reviewed because it did not consider how many of the 
proposed "improvements" will degrade the quality of park experiences. Improvements, such as the dog 
park and the playground, are added amenities that will bring more and different users - causing the park 
to be even more crowded. On many days, not even including the weekend days, the park will have zero 
parking except near magic island. Surf schools, fun runs, SUP rentals, crossfit trainers, zoomba, wedding 
photographers, and other commercial users regularly take up a significant amount of the public parking. 
By adding even more reasons for people to come to the beach park, proposed improvements will make 
the park more congested, dirty, and will squeeze out local communities.  

  
Thank you for considering my comments. 
  
Yours,  
Bianca Isaki 
 
--  
Bianca Isaki, Ph.D., Esq. 
808.927.5606 
  
 
---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: Ala Moana EIS <alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com> 
Date: Fri, Feb 8, 2019, 9:10 AM 
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements Second Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
To: Ala Moana EIS <alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com> 
 

Second Draft Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS) 

Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements 

Tax Map Key: (1) 2-3-37:001, 002, 022,023, 025 

Honolulu, O‘ahu, Hawai‘i 
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The Environmental Notice
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August 21, 2018 

TO:  Mayor Kirk Caldwell<kcaldwell@honolulu.gov> 

       Robert Kroning<rkroning@honolulu.gov>

       JoanneHiramatsu<jhiramatsu@bchdesign.com                                                                           

FROM: Bradley Frye (BRADFRYEMAIL@GMAIL.COM) 

RE:  Responding to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement issued by Belt Collins on July 8, 
2018

Dear Mayor Caldwell, 

I am writing in response to the DEIS on the Master Plan for Ala Moana Regional Park.  I like 
many parts of the Master Plan, but there are parts I do not like. I feel very strongly about the 
following issues because this park means a lot to me for the following reasons: 

I have been going to Ala Moana park almost every day for 14 years to swim and surf. I love the 
surf and the local people who come to the park to enjoy it with their families. 

Thank you for allowing me to voice my concerns about the following points proposed in the 
DEIS.

There are 3 issues in the DEIS that I would like to voice my comments about: 

My biggest issue with the DEIS is: 

1. In Section 2.3.6, it proposes 

“widening the shared use path along the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive.” 

I think that this is a bad idea for several reasons. 

It will make the makai grassy strip narrower so that it cannot be used for local families to picnic 
on underneath tents in the sun. This is usually done on weekends in about 30% of the grass strip, 
and so the grass has 5 weekdays to recover from this use and would do so if it was properly 
watered at night. It is a lovely way for families to enjoy the park.  

2. I also think that “Shared use” means that wheeled vehicles (other than for disabled folks) 
would be on the same path as pedestrians and this is dangerous. Pedestrians are not safe on 
the same path as wheeled vehicles: bikes, Segways, skate-boards, scooters, etc. I have 
personally been run into by a bike that hit me from behind on a sidewalk. This could turn into 
a BIG liability cost for Honolulu. 
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3. In Section 2.3.5, it is written that the proposal will “reconfigure the mauka side of Ala Moana 
Park Drive to add more stalls.” These are shown as vertical or perpendicular to traffic.  

I believe that perpendicular parking on the mauka side will be much more inconvenient than 
parallel parking for families who bring a lot of stuff to the park for their picnics and may cause 
conflict between park users who will find it difficult to open their side doors to unload when they 
are parked this way. It will also be much more dangerous for wheeled vehicles such as bikes that 
may be in the street, and will certainly result in accidents when cars have to back out into traffic 
to leave their parking stall. 

Here is a suggested design alternative that would: 

• Add safe parking that would be nearer picnic areas than the proposed plan, and that 
would not remove any large trees. 

• Add picnic areas for local Ohana who drive to the park that would be nearer to parking 
than the current proposal. Therefore, much less walking would be required and it would 
also minimize crossing in front of traffic.  

• Add a lane for bikes and other wheeled vehicles that would be on the makai side of the 
park, but separate from the makai pedestrian sidewalk. 

The above schematic shows a suggested proposal located above the current design for 
comparison.  It has the following features. 

1. Ala Moana Drive is made into two one-way roads approximately between the Eva 
entrance and the Kona concession stand. The makai road stays where it is and the mauka 
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road is placed so that it avoids the large trees in the park. Its slanted parking stalls will 
also be placed to avoid large trees. Its gentle curves will give it a very romantic esthetic.  

2. The makai grass strip is widened and it is designated Ohana picnic area #1. 
3. A second Ohana picnic area (#2) is located in between the two one-way roads. 
4. A bike lane is designated on the makai side of the makai one-way road.  

The slanted parking along both roads will increase the parking stall count substantially and locate 
the new stalls so that they are near where Ohana have their picnics. It may add enough parking 
stalls that new distant parking lots are not required and there is actually better drainage. Perhaps 
the new one-way road could be made of pavers? 

I hope this is a useful idea. 

Sincerely Yours 

Brad Frye 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Brenda Becker <brendaleebecker@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2019 10:26 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park-2nd Draft EIS comment

To whom it may concern, 
We are frequent Ala Moana Beach park users, visiting the park multiple days a week to primarily standup paddle and 
jog/walk on the sidewalks in the park.  This is a well-used and loved park by all, particularly the local community.  The 
park does not lack in use by any means.  In fact, use is often curbed due to insufficient parking.  Removing parking from 
the makai side of the road doesn't make any sense as users will have to cross the traffic to get to the beach, creating 
more of a safety hazard.  Increasing parking in the key hole area by McCoy Pavilion is a great idea! 
 
This park does not need any additional attractions to bring more people (dog park, children's playground, etc.).  Where 
would they park anyhow?  The focus of the park is and should be the ocean and a green, open space. What is lacking is 
maintenance of what we currently have - grassy areas (there are some renovations in the works now), loss of sand at the 
beach, sewer smell at the Diamondhead entrance of the park, and renovations of the comfort stations. The updated 
beach volleyball courts are a great renovation! 
 
The City is often notorious for creating/renovating places, yet the long term funding for upkeep falls far short and things 
start to crumble and fall into disrepair. That is where the City should be investing our money -  to maintain what we 
currently have, not spend large sums of money on superfluous projects that aren't supported by the community.  
 
Mahalo for considering our comments. 
 
Brenda Becker and Walter Machado  
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August 21, 2018 

Mayor Kirk Caldwell,  
530 South King St., 3rd Floor,  
Honolulu, HI 96813 

Re: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements – Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS) 

Mayor Caldwell, 

Thank you for your efforts to improve Honolulu's parks, including our beloved Ala Moana Park and 
Magic Island.  While some of the proposed actions in the DEIS are welcome, there are a few that 
concerns me because they will make the park less safe and destroy the local character and culture of 
Ala Moana.  

1. Reconfiguring parking on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive to add more stalls,  
 perpendicular stalls (DEIS pg 2-6, 2-17). 
  
 a.Perpendicular parking stalls are unsafe 

Perpendicular stalls were proposed in the Environmental Impact Statement Preparation Notice 
(EISPN pg 11), published in December 2017, and were vehemently opposed by the public because 
they would create serious safety issues.  So, why are they still included in the DEIS (178 stalls, 
DEIS pg 2-18)?  Ala Moana Park Drive is not a parking lot.  It's a thoroughfare, with consistent and 
sometimes heavy traffic so backing out into traffic from perpendicular stalls creates a dangerous 
situation for motorists, bicyclists, and pedestrians. Furthermore, Ala Moana Park Drive has two-way 
traffic and is poorly lit after sunset so the danger is even more.  

Although one design goal of the park revitalization is to create more parking, hence the 
development of perpendicular stalls, this should not be implemented if public safety is 
compromised.  Public safety should be first and foremost, and it’s one of the top policies of 
Complete Streets, City Ordinance 12-15, which was adopted in 2012.  Creating perpendicular 
parking stalls along Ala Moana Park Drive clearly is not in alignment with the Complete Streets 
policy.   

 b. Perpendicular stalls will impede traffic flow 

Cars backing out of perpendicular stalls on Ala Moana Park Drive will seriously impede traffic flow.  
Traffic will come to a stop as it waits for cars trying to exit the stalls and the situation is even more 
unsafe because Ala Moana Park Drive is a two way thoroughfare so cars could exit the parking 
stalls trying to go in either direction.   

 c. Planned perpendicular stalls will increase storm water runoff 

The grass surfaces that currently exist in the proposed areas for the perpendicular stalls are 
pervious and enable storm water to penetrate the ground, which reduces runoff and also provides 
fresh water to irrigate the trees and vegetation.  Replacing this pervious surface with asphalt and 
concrete will lead to more storm water runoff, and without a drainage system in Ala Moana Park, the 
additional runoff could contaminate the environment, including the nearshore waters. Also, given 
that “there are no specific storm water quality projects included in the master plan” (DEIS, pg 3-31), 
it’s clear that the impacts of the additional runoff have been trivialized.  No studies on the potential 
effects of the additional runoff created by the perpendicular stalls have been completed. What kinds 

 1
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of nonpoint source pollutants are present in the storm runoff and what are their potential effects on 
the people, environment, and biota? 

2. Increasing the number of parking stalls in the park will increase park usage and could 
 impact park resources and the nearshore environment 

a.Increased park usage will stress the park resources, the park environment, and possibly the 
nearshore environment.  

The proposed park plan will create 234 additional parking stalls (pg 2-18).  The Parking Occupancy 
Study (DEIS appendix C) which is discussed in DEIS Section 3.9 found that on weekdays, 53 more 
spaces would be adequate while on the weekend 113 more spaces would be needed.  Hence, the 
proposed increase of 234 more stalls exceeds the need by over 100%.  This increase might be 
excessive, such that park usage will exceed a sustainable carrying capacity. 

As an alternative to increasing the parking stalls by 234, how about expanding the Keyhole parking 
lot, which will add 103 parking stalls (DEIS, pg 2-18) and eliminate the loading/unloading stalls on 
both sides of the crosswalks which will add 10 stalls.  Doing so will increase the parking stalls to 113 
which is the amount recommended from the parking study.  Then, if after a trial period, additional 
parking stall are deemed necessary they can be built.  

While no studies on the carrying capacity have been completed, it’s clear that with more people 
using the park there will be increased burdens on Emergency Services and Ocean Safety.  The 
effects on other resources, the park environment, and nearshore environment are not known 
because an assessment has not been completed. 

b.The installation of more asphalt and concrete will result in Heat Island Effects and which will  
  increase the temperature of the park and beach areas 

With it’s low albedo, asphalt and to a lesser extent concrete, will absorb light and radiate a lot of 
heat and heat-up the park environment, making it hotter and less comfortable.   

 c. Loading and unloading zones (DEIS pg 2-18, line 5) will not work 

Loading/unloading zones will be impossible to enforce and will place additional burdens on the Park 
Rangers and others involved in enforcing park rules.  Secondly, after unloading their supplies, 
beach users will still have to find parking, which could be far from the unloading zone. This is 
inconvenient and a complete waste of time.  Given the parking situation in Ala Moana, employing 
loading/unloading zones is illogical and impractical.  

 d. Expansion of parking lot on Magic Island (DEIS 2.3.5, pg 2-17, 2-18) 

The expansion of the parking lot on Magic Island by 38 stalls (DEIS, pg 2-18) will remove invaluable 
green spaces that park users value for picnics and other activities and also replaces the pervious 
grass with impervious asphalt which might create storm water runoff issues. 

3. Widening the shared-use-path along the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive (DEIS pg 2-6)  

a. The current Makai path (sidewalk) should not be a shared-use path 
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  Pedestrians and wheeled vehicles on the same path is dangerous and creates  
  tension between pedestrians and wheeled vehicles, such as bicyclists. 

Wheeled vehicles on a path which includes lots of people inattentively walking shoulder to shoulder 
and with kids playing should not be allowed.  The makai path should be used for pedestrians only, 
just as in Waikiki and business districts where there are lots of pedestrians.  It’s been proposed to 
paint lines on the path to separate the pedestrians and wheeled vehicles, but it will be impossible to 
have pedestrians and wheeled vehicles ‘stay in their own lanes.’   

b.Widening of the shared-use path has been previously rejected 

Widening of the promenade was proposed in the Environmental Impact Statement Preparation 
Notice (EISPN pg 11) but was vehemently opposed by the public at the McCoy Pavilion meetings 
and this opposition was supported by the City Council with adoption of Bill 16, CD2, Project 
#1998107 in early 2018.  So, why is widening of the promenade, now referred to as a 'shared-use 
path' in the DEIS still being proposed? The claim in the DEIS,  “During the scoping meetings, the 
public asked for a wider and shaded pathway” (DEIS, pg 2-21, line 33) is a ‘false’ claim and 
contradicts what “The People” have demanded since 2015.  People want to keep the Park’s local 
character (DEIS, pg 1-5, line 39) and have no “desire to upscale the Park with modern design and 
added structures (DEIS, pg 1-6, line 1).  Because the DEIS claim that people want a wider pathway 
and the proposed designs of the widened shared-use path (DEIS, fig 2-8, pg 2-24) will destroy the 
‘local character’ of the park, the proposed widening plans should not be implemented.    

c.Removal of the grass strip on the shared-use path will negatively impact the local character of the 
 park and the longstanding local park culture  

The conceptual figures in the DEIS (fig 2-8) show widening of the existing makai path (sidewalk) 
and removal of the grassy strip that runs along it.  As stated in the DEIS, the "goal for the 
revitalization is to maintain and improve the grounds and facilities while remaining true to it's local 
character as 'The People's Park.'" (DEIS, pg 1-6, 2-45).  The grassy strip is one of the most 
important features of Ala Moana that defines it's local character. That local character is defined by 
the physical features of the park but more importantly by how residents use the park.  For 
generations, local families have used and enjoyed the grassy strip which is more than just a strip of 
grass; it’s a cultural landscape.  Removing the grassy strip will destroy both the ‘local character’ and 
a longstanding local tradition of the park. Keep the grassy strip.  No other park in the world has this 
feature.  It’s unique and should be preserved and treasured, not destroyed for something that every 
other city has built.   

One important premise for the development of Ala Moana was to create a park to enrich the lives of 
people and to build a sense of community. 1 Today, groups of people, related and not, gather on the 
grassy strip to picnic and socialize, demonstrating just how important the grass strip is for building a 
sense of community.  

If we save and maintain the ‘local character’ of the park, decades from now future park users will 
applaud us.  Imagine what Ala Moana would be like today, if our forebearers allowed the 
development of Magic Island into the resorts proposed in the 50s, 60s and 70s. Without their 
wisdom to oppose overdevelopment, the beautiful space that everyone enjoys and treasures today  

1Weyeneth, Robert 1987. Ala Moana:  The People’s Park. Prepared for: Department of Parks and Recreation. 

would not exist. We are the benefactors of their foresight and wisdom, so like them, it is our 
fiduciary responsibility to leave a legacy, Ala Moana, that future generations will treasure. 

d.The grassy surface is a cool pervious surface, unlike the proposed concrete surfaces (DEIS, fig 2-8) 

 3
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As with most beach parks in Hawaii, Ala Moana can get hot and uncomfortable. Park users 
definitely want shade and a cooler environment. In fact, one of the prime reasons for residents to go 
to the beach is to ‘cool off’ in the water.  Replacing the grass with concrete will create a hotter 
surface and make the park experience less pleasant.   

On the hot days, the concrete at Ala Moana can get pretty hot, so much so that adults and children 
in barefeet can get burned.   

e.Unlike the existing grassy strip which is a pervious surface, the proposed  
 concrete surfaces for the shared-use path (DEIS, 2.3.6, fig 2-7, 2-8 ) are impervious and will 
 lead to more storm water runoff. 

f. When families picnic on the grassy strip it provides a convenient, close and great vantage point for  
 parents to watch their kids swim or play, ensuring that they have a safe day at the beach.  
 Keep the grassy strip for the safety of the kids.  

 g. The benches and planters depicted in DEIS(figure 2-8, pg 2-24) will impeded access to the  
  beach, and make it especially difficult for persons parked on the makai parallel stalls to  
  unload their beach supplies and perhaps even open their car doors on the makai side of their  
  cars.  

The DEIS mentions that the tents that families pitch on the grassy strip impedes people on the 
mauka side from getting to the beach (pg 1-16, line 9).  This statement misrepresents the true 
situation in the park and is a “false-claim.”   On the vast majority of days the grassy strip isn't 
densely lined with tents, and there are times when there are no tents at all.  Clearly, the scoping that 
was done to evaluate the grassy strip was cursory, and frankly, seems to be biased against allowing 
tents on the grass strip.   

There are two days, such as the Fourth of July and the Lantern Festival when the park is full and 
lots of tents are pitched, but these are only 2 out of 365 days.  Much more obstructive are the 
proposed planters and benches (DEIS, fig 2-8), which will permanently block access to beach from 
the mauka side.  The tents are far, far less obstructive and more importantly they are part of the 
‘local character’ of Ala Moana that the revitalization project is supposed to preserve.   

4. A dog park near Kewalo Basin (DEUS p 2-6) will produce significant human safety and health  
 problems  

 a. Safety hazard 
The proposed location of a dog park at the Kamakee entrance will entice some dog owners to take 
their dogs to the beach and for walks on the makai path. It's very likely that this will increase the 
problem of dogs in the park and beach.  Posted signs say ‘no animals’ in the park, but because of 
poor enforcement of park rules, more and more dog owners have been bringing their dogs to the 
park, some unleashed running on the sand, some swimming in the channel, and some even taking 
showers with other bathers. With so many dogs and kids in the park, there is a significant chance 
that someone will get seriously injured.    

 b. Environmental pollution from dog feces 

With dogs come dog feces and some irresponsible dog owners who won’t picked up after their dogs 
(DEIS pg 2-8).   At Ala Moana, some owners have been so irresponsible as to leave the feces in the 
sand where beachgoers lay or kids play.  Dog feces is not innocuous.  In 1991, the Environmental  
Protection Agency labeled it as a nonpoint source pollutant, placing in the same category as 
herbicides, insecticides, oil, grease, and toxic chemicals (National Management Measures to 
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Control Nonpoint Source Pollution from Urban Areas, Management Measure 9, Pollution 
Prevention, November 2005, www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015-09/documents/
urban_ch09.pdf).   

 c. Health risk from dog feces 

Dog feces poses serious health risk and is a source of a few zoonotic disease including 
Campylobacteriosis, tapeworm, hookworm, roundworm (www.cdc.gov/healthypets/pets/dogs.html). 
Hookworms might be particularly relevant at the park and beach.  People become infected with 
hookworms while walking barefoot, kneeling, or sitting on ground contaminated with the stool of 
infected animals which is what people and kids commonly do at the park and beach.     

Given that not all dog owners will be responsible and pick up after their dogs in the proposed dog 
park, fecal matter will probably be in the storm water runoff.  Where this runoff travels to and 
eventually becomes distributed is not known so pathogens could get spread into wider areas than 
just within the dog park; possibly even into Kewalo Basin which is close by. 

From time to time monk seals have been seen in the reef waters just outside the swim channel.  
While it’s not known if monk seals are susceptible to pathogens present in dog feces, since it’s the 
country’s most endangered mammal the most prudent action is to avoid contamination of nearshore 
waters with dog feces so a dog park should not be located in any area where there’s a potential for 
contaminating nearshore waters. 

5. The Kamakee Street entrance should not be enhanced as proposed (DEIS, pg 2-6, sec 2.3.8) 

There’s no sound reason for the enhancement (DEIS 2.3.8, pg 2-27).  The conceptual drawing (fig 
2-10) is too grandiose with palm trees and portals.  The public knows where the park entrance is 
and the proposed portals will reduce the open views of that street corner which will interfere with 
driver’s views.  

If work is to be done, scale back the design and reduce the cost for construction and maintenance. 
An updated park sign and perhaps a designed wall would be adequate.   

6. The High Spot area is not underutilized as described in the DEIS (2.3.13, pg 2-35, line 7)   

This is another conclusion in DEIS that misrepresents what is occurring, and demonstrates that 
some studies for the DEIS were cursory and inadequate.  On most weekday afternoons and every 
weekend, the high spot area is busy with lots of families picnicking and kids playing.   

One proposal in the DEIS is to develop the high spot area as a venue for events or programming 
(DEIS, pg 2-35, line 16).  Given how heavily used this area is, such organized events would reduce 
the opportunities of residents to use it and would displace them.  As such, the high spot area should 
not be developed for programming and events. 

7. Sand replenishment studies were too cursory and inadequate 

  While replenishing the sand would be welcomed by beachgoers, the environmental studies 
to determine the effect of sand nourishment on the Ala Moana environment were too cursory 
(Appendix F, G).   For example, the water chemistry study was performed only on one day, April 30, 
2018, and did not account for seasonal variations and the effects of sometimes large shoreline 
wave actions, as a result of sea level rising, and that occur when energy from large waves breaking 
on the outside reef generates larger than normal waves breaking on the shoreline.  On those days, 
the turbidity of the nearshore waters is exceedingly high.   
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With sea level rising, and since the sand on the beach is not part of a natural cycle of 
replenishment, the nourished beach will probably get eroded sooner than the predicted and 
unsubstantiated nourishment intervals reported in the DEIS (Appendix G, pg 59). It is fiscally 
irresponsible to proceed with a project that cost millions of dollars if the outcome lasts for only for a 
short time.   

Furthermore, the environmental impacts of this accelerated erosion are not known. Would the 
erosion harm the Hawaiian seagrass that’s in the swim channel floor and which is a food source for 
the juvenile green sea turtles often seen in the swim channel.  The DEIS states, “Care should be 
taken however in the placement of new sand to ensure that it does not cover any existing seagrass 
beds” (Appendix F, pg 11).  Thus, covering the seagrass with sand could have negative 
environmental repercussions.  The report assumes that the effects of the erosion of a nourished 
beach are trivial but there is no data to substantiate this assumption.    

The survey of nearshore fish did not report the seasonal schools of juvenile fish including mullet, 
aholehole, and sardines that inhabit the rocky beach shoreline so clearly the study was cursory and 
inadequate.  It’s likely that the rocky shoreline is a sanctuary from predators so it functions as a kind 
of nursery.  The effects of burying the rocky shoreline harboring these kinds of juvenile fish and 
other organisms have not been addressed.  Furthermore, whether or not there are effects on 
nocturnal fish and biota, some seasonal, have also not been addressed. 

8. Playground 

I question the need for a playground.  Kids can go to a neighborhood park for a playground.  When 
they come to Ala Moana they picnic, swim, play in the fields; there’s no need for a playground.  It’s 
not the best use of the limited park space. 

9.Cost of revitalization project 

   The cost of the park project is projected to be $144 million, in 2016 dollars (DEIS, 2.6, pg 2-43).   
Rather than transform the park, the park project should be focused on fixing and maintaining the 
facilities and grounds. The City should scale down it’s expectations.  It’s fiscally irresponsible for the 
City to spend so much money at a time when the need is great in so many other areas such as rail, 
aging infrastructure, affordable housing, homelessness, sustainability and so on.  

10. The City has repeatedly said that the goal of the park project is to revitalize the park for the  
 next ’50 years,’ but there is no evidence that the proposed master plan will meet the needs  
 and desires of future park users 

What evidence is there that, as it exists today, the park will not be useful and appreciated 50 years 
from now or that the proposed designs in the DEIS will be adequate and more importantly 
applauded.  The proposed actions undervalues the ‘local character’ and local cultural landscape of 
the park by not giving enough credence to the fact that the ‘local character’ of the park is defined by 
how people use the park.  Some proposed actions will change how people use the park and in so 
doing destroy it’s ‘local character’ and some longstanding local traditions.  

Lastly, I’m certain that you treasure Ala Moana, as do all residents of Honolulu.  But, please recognize 
that the park has an important role in the lives of local residents, not just as a place of recreation but as 
a cultural landscape with longstanding local traditions.  Don’t destroy these traditions. Please keep Ala 
Moana, “The People’s Park.” 

Sincerely, 
Brian and Donna Furumoto 
___________________________________________ 
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NameBrian and Donna Furumoto 
bdtravbrad@aol.com 
_________________________________________________
Email 

cc: Robert Kroning Department of Design and Construction, City and County of Honolulu,        
      rkroning@honolulu.gov 
cc: Joanne Hiramatsu, Belt Collins Hawaii, LLC,  jhiramatsu@bchdesign.com 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Brian Bagnall <bbagnall@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, August 20, 2018 2:55 PM
To: Mayor Kirk Caldwell; Robert Kroning; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Response to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement issued by Belt Collins on July 8, 2018

Dear Mayor Caldwell & Others 

I am writing in response to the DEIS on the Master Plan for Ala Moana Regional Park.

My biggest issues with the DEIS are: 

In Section 2.3.6, it proposes 

“widening the shared use path along the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive.” 

I think that this is a bad idea for several reasons. 

Firstly, it is extremely expensive. The people have spoken - Just Fix the Park - Do 
not Change It

It will make the makai grassy strip narrower so that it cannot be used for local families 
to picnic on underneath tents in the sun. This is usually done on weekends in about 30% 
of the grass strip, and so the grass has 5 weekdays to recover from this use. It is a 
lovely way for families to enjoy the park. 

I also think that “Shared use” means that wheeled vehicles (other than for disabled 
folks) would be on the same path as pedestrians and this is dangerous. Wheeled 
vehicles should use a separate marked lane in the street, or a path on the mauka side of 
the park most of which already exists 

In Section 2.3.5, it is written that the proposal will “reconfigure the mauka side of Ala 
Moana Park Drive to add more stalls.” 

I believe that perpendicular parking on the mauka side will be much more inconvenient 
than parallel parking for families who bring a lot of stuff to the park for their picnics and 
may cause conflict between park users who will find it difficult to open their side doors to 
unload when they are parked this way. It will also be much more dangerous for wheeled 
vehicles such as bikes that may be in the street, and will certainly result in accidents 
when cars have to back out into traffic to leave their parking stall. 

Please do not go forward with these plans for the reasons I have stated above. 

I do not support adding a dog park near Kewalo Basin; (2.3.1) 

2

It will encourage more dogs to be brought to the park. 
Dogs do not belong at beachside parks because their poop is dangerously infectious 
to kids who run barefoot and crawl on the grass. 
Scooping up dog poop off the grass does not remove all the feces which often contains 
fecal liquids. 

Instead of huge capital improvements, spend more on hiring many more Park 
Rangers - there are only two now.
They can patrol the entire park and encourage people to obey the park rules. 

Finally, the park is already looking much better. The irrigation system has been a huge 
success for the grass and trees. 
But many more trees need to be planted now to provide shade and beauty. 
More trees - less concrete.
And the Banyan Courtyard needs imagination to revive it. Form a coalition 
committee on it. Save the historic trees.

Sincerely,

Brian Bagnall 

808 230 6063 

bbagnall@yahoo.com 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Brian Walker <mobi80850@icloud.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 4:56 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park - 2nd Draft EIS Comment

No changes to current park setting.  
 
Sent with ALOHA 
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August 21, 2018 

Mayor Kirk Caldwell,  
530 South King St., 3rd Floor,  
Honolulu, HI 96813 

Re: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements – Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS) 

Mayor Caldwell, 

Thank you for your efforts to improve Honolulu's parks, including our beloved Ala Moana Park and 
Magic Island.  While some of the proposed actions in the DEIS are welcome, there are a few that 
concerns me because they will make the park less safe and destroy the local character and culture of 
Ala Moana.

1. Reconfiguring parking on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive to add more stalls,  
 perpendicular stalls (DEIS pg 2-6, 2-17). 

 a.Perpendicular parking stalls are unsafe 

Perpendicular stalls were proposed in the Environmental Impact Statement Preparation Notice 
(EISPN pg 11), published in December 2017, and were vehemently opposed by the public because 
they would create serious safety issues.  So, why are they still included in the DEIS (178 stalls, 
DEIS pg 2-18)?  Ala Moana Park Drive is not a parking lot.  It's a thoroughfare, with consistent and 
sometimes heavy traffic so backing out into traffic from perpendicular stalls creates a dangerous 
situation for motorists, bicyclists, and pedestrians. Furthermore, Ala Moana Park Drive has two-way 
traffic and is poorly lit after sunset so the danger is even more.  

Although one design goal of the park revitalization is to create more parking, hence the 
development of perpendicular stalls, this should not be implemented if public safety is 
compromised.  Public safety should be first and foremost, and it’s one of the top policies of 
Complete Streets, City Ordinance 12-15, which was adopted in 2012.  Creating perpendicular 
parking stalls along Ala Moana Park Drive clearly is not in alignment with the Complete Streets 
policy.

 b. Perpendicular stalls will impede traffic flow 

Cars backing out of perpendicular stalls on Ala Moana Park Drive will seriously impede traffic flow.  
Traffic will come to a stop as it waits for cars trying to exit the stalls and the situation is even more 
unsafe because Ala Moana Park Drive is a two way thoroughfare so cars could exit the parking 
stalls trying to go in either direction.   

 c. Planned perpendicular stalls will increase storm water runoff 

The grass surfaces that currently exist in the proposed areas for the perpendicular stalls are 
pervious and enable storm water to penetrate the ground, which reduces runoff and also provides 
fresh water to irrigate the trees and vegetation.  Replacing this pervious surface with asphalt and 
concrete will lead to more storm water runoff, and without a drainage system in Ala Moana Park, 
the additional runoff could contaminate the environment, including the nearshore waters. Also, 
given that “there are no specific storm water quality projects included in the master plan” (DEIS, pg 
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3-31), it’s clear that the impacts of the additional runoff have been trivialized.  No studies on the 
potential effects of the additional runoff created by the perpendicular stalls have been completed. 
What kinds of nonpoint source pollutants are present in the storm runoff and what are their potential 
effects on the people, environment, and biota? 

2. Increasing the number of parking stalls in the park will increase park usage and could 
 impact park resources and the nearshore environment 

a. Increased park usage will stress the park resources, the park environment, and possibly the 
nearshore environment.  

The proposed park plan will create 234 additional parking stalls (pg 2-18).  The Parking Occupancy 
Study (DEIS appendix C) which is discussed in DEIS Section 3.9 found that on weekdays, 53 more 
spaces would be adequate while on the weekend 113 more spaces would be needed.  Hence, the 
proposed increase of 234 more stalls exceeds the need by over 100%.  This increase might be 
excessive, such that park usage will exceed a sustainable carrying capacity. 

As an alternative to increasing the parking stalls by 234, how about expanding the Keyhole parking 
lot, which will add 103 parking stalls (DEIS, pg 2-18) and eliminate the loading/unloading stalls on 
both sides of the crosswalks which will add 10 stalls.  Doing so will increase the parking stalls to 
113 which is the amount recommended from the parking study.  Then, if after a trial period, 
additional parking stall are deemed necessary they can be built.  

While no studies on the carrying capacity have been completed, it’s clear that with more people 
using the park there will be increased burdens on Emergency Services and Ocean Safety.  The 
effects on other resources, the park environment, and nearshore environment are not known 
because an assessment has not been completed. 

b.The installation of more asphalt and concrete will result in Heat Island Effects and which will  
  increase the temperature of the park and beach areas 

With it’s low albedo, asphalt and to a lesser extent concrete, will absorb light and radiate a lot of 
heat and heat-up the park environment, making it hotter and less comfortable.   

 c. Loading and unloading zones (DEIS pg 2-18, line 5) will not work 

Loading/unloading zones will be impossible to enforce and will place additional burdens on the Park 
Rangers and others involved in enforcing park rules.  Secondly, after unloading their supplies, 
beach users will still have to find parking, which could be far from the unloading zone. This is 
inconvenient and a complete waste of time.  Given the parking situation in Ala Moana, employing 
loading/unloading zones is illogical and impractical.  

 d. Expansion of parking lot on Magic Island (DEIS 2.3.5, pg 2-17, 2-18) 

The expansion of the parking lot on Magic Island by 38 stalls (DEIS, pg 2-18) will remove invaluable 
green spaces that park users value for picnics and other activities and also replaces the pervious 
grass with impervious asphalt which might create storm water runoff issues. 
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3. Widening the shared-use-path along the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive (DEIS pg 2-6)  

a. The current Makai path (sidewalk) should not be a shared-use path 

Pedestrians and wheeled vehicles on the same path is dangerous and creates  
  tension between pedestrians and wheeled vehicles, such as bicyclists. 

Wheeled vehicles on a path which includes lots of people inattentively walking shoulder to shoulder 
and with kids playing should not be allowed.  The makai path should be used for pedestrians only, 
just as in Waikiki and business districts where there are lots of pedestrians.  It’s been proposed to 
paint lines on the path to separate the pedestrians and wheeled vehicles, but it will be impossible to 
have pedestrians and wheeled vehicles ‘stay in their own lanes.’   

b. Widening of the shared-use path has been previously rejected 

Widening of the promenade was proposed in the Environmental Impact Statement Preparation 
Notice (EISPN pg 11) but was vehemently opposed by the public at the McCoy Pavilion meetings 
and this opposition was supported by the City Council with adoption of Bill 16, CD2, Project 
#1998107 in early 2018.  So, why is widening of the promenade, now referred to as a 'shared-use 
path' in the DEIS still being proposed? The claim in the DEIS,  “During the scoping meetings, the 
public asked for a wider and shaded pathway” (DEIS, pg 2-21, line 33) is a ‘false’ claim and 
contradicts what “The People” have demanded since 2015.  People want to keep the Park’s local 
character (DEIS, pg 1-5, line 39) and have no “desire to upscale the Park with modern design and 
added structures (DEIS, pg 1-6, line 1).  Because the DEIS claim that people want a wider pathway 
and the proposed designs of the widened shared-use path (DEIS, fig 2-8, pg 2-24) will destroy the 
‘local character’ of the park, the proposed widening plans should not be implemented.    

c. Removal of the grass strip on the shared-use path will negatively impact the local character of the 
 park and the longstanding local park culture  

The conceptual figures in the DEIS (fig 2-8) show widening of the existing makai path (sidewalk) 
and removal of the grassy strip that runs along it.  As stated in the DEIS, the "goal for the 
revitalization is to maintain and improve the grounds and facilities while remaining true to it's local 
character as 'The People's Park.'" (DEIS, pg 1-6, 2-45).  The grassy strip is one of the most 
important features of Ala Moana that defines it's local character. That local character is defined by 
the physical features of the park but more importantly by how residents use the park.  For 
generations, local families have used and enjoyed the grassy strip which is more than just a strip of 
grass; it’s a cultural landscape.  Removing the grassy strip will destroy both the ‘local character’ and 
a longstanding local tradition of the park. Keep the grassy strip.  No other park in the world has this 
feature.  It’s unique and should be preserved and treasured, not destroyed for something that every 
other city has built.   

One important premise for the development of Ala Moana was to create a park to enrich the lives of 
people and to build a sense of community. 1 Today, groups of people, related and not, gather on the 
grassy strip to picnic and socialize, demonstrating just how important the grass strip is for building a 
sense of community.  

If we save and maintain the ‘local character’ of the park, decades from now future park users will 
applaud us.  Imagine what Ala Moana would be like today, if our forebearers allowed the 
development of Magic Island into the resorts proposed in the 50s, 60s and 70s. Without their 
wisdom to oppose overdevelopment, the beautiful space that everyone enjoys and treasures today  

1Weyeneth, Robert 1987. Ala Moana:  The People’s Park. Prepared for: Department of Parks and Recreation. 
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would not exist. We are the benefactors of their foresight and wisdom, so like them, it is our 
fiduciary responsibility to leave a legacy, Ala Moana, that future generations will treasure. 

d.The grassy surface is a cool pervious surface, unlike the proposed concrete surfaces (DEIS, fig 2-8) 

As with most beach parks in Hawaii, Ala Moana can get hot and uncomfortable. Park users 
definitely want shade and a cooler environment. In fact, one of the prime reasons for residents to go 
to the beach is to ‘cool off’ in the water.  Replacing the grass with concrete will create a hotter 
surface and make the park experience less pleasant.   

On the hot days, the concrete at Ala Moana can get pretty hot, so much so that adults and children 
in barefeet can get burned.

e.Unlike the existing grassy strip which is a pervious surface, the proposed  
 concrete surfaces for the shared-use path (DEIS, 2.3.6, fig 2-7, 2-8 ) are impervious and will 
 lead to more storm water runoff. 

f. When families picnic on the grassy strip it provides a convenient, close and great vantage point for  
 parents to watch their kids swim or play, ensuring that they have a safe day at the beach.  
 Keep the grassy strip for the safety of the kids.  

 g. The benches and planters depicted in DEIS(figure 2-8, pg 2-24) will impeded access to the  
  beach, and make it especially difficult for persons parked on the makai parallel stalls to  
  unload their beach supplies and perhaps even open their car doors on the makai side of their  
  cars.  

The DEIS mentions that the tents that families pitch on the grassy strip impedes people on the 
mauka side from getting to the beach (pg 1-16, line 9).  This statement misrepresents the true 
situation in the park and is a “false-claim.”   On the vast majority of days the grassy strip isn't 
densely lined with tents, and there are times when there are no tents at all.  Clearly, the scoping 
that was done to evaluate the grassy strip was cursory, and frankly, seems to be biased against 
allowing tents on the grass strip.   

There are two days, such as the Fourth of July and the Lantern Festival when the park is full and 
lots of tents are pitched, but these are only 2 out of 365 days.  Much more obstructive are the 
proposed planters and benches (DEIS, fig 2-8), which will permanently block access to beach from 
the mauka side.  The tents are far, far less obstructive and more importantly they are part of the 
‘local character’ of Ala Moana that the revitalization project is supposed to preserve.   

4. A dog park near Kewalo Basin (DEUS p 2-6) will produce significant human safety and health  
 problems  

 a. Safety hazard 
The proposed location of a dog park at the Kamakee entrance will entice some dog owners to take 
their dogs to the beach and for walks on the makai path. It's very likely that this will increase the 
problem of dogs in the park and beach.  Posted signs say ‘no animals’ in the park, but because of 
poor enforcement of park rules, more and more dog owners have been bringing their dogs to the 
park, some unleashed running on the sand, some swimming in the channel, and some even taking 
showers with other bathers. With so many dogs and kids in the park, there is a significant chance 
that someone will get seriously injured.    
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 b. Environmental pollution from dog feces 

With dogs come dog feces and some irresponsible dog owners who won’t picked up after their dogs 
(DEIS pg 2-8).   At Ala Moana, some owners have been so irresponsible as to leave the feces in the 
sand where beachgoers lay or kids play.  Dog feces is not innocuous.  In 1991, the Environmental  
Protection Agency labeled it as a nonpoint source pollutant, placing in the same category as 
herbicides, insecticides, oil, grease, and toxic chemicals (National Management Measures to 
Control Nonpoint Source Pollution from Urban Areas, Management Measure 9, Pollution 
Prevention, November 2005, www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015-
09/documents/urban_ch09.pdf).

 c. Health risk from dog feces 

Dog feces poses serious health risk and is a source of a few zoonotic disease including 
Campylobacteriosis, tapeworm, hookworm, roundworm (www.cdc.gov/healthypets/pets/dogs.html).
Hookworms might be particularly relevant at the park and beach.  People become infected with 
hookworms while walking barefoot, kneeling, or sitting on ground contaminated with the stool of 
infected animals which is what people and kids commonly do at the park and beach.     

Given that not all dog owners will be responsible and pick up after their dogs in the proposed dog 
park, fecal matter will probably be in the storm water runoff.  Where this runoff travels to and 
eventually becomes distributed is not known so pathogens could get spread into wider areas than 
just within the dog park; possibly even into Kewalo Basin which is close by. 

From time to time monk seals have been seen in the reef waters just outside the swim channel.  
While it’s not known if monk seals are susceptible to pathogens present in dog feces, since it’s the 
country’s most endangered mammal the most prudent action is to avoid contamination of nearshore 
waters with dog feces so a dog park should not be located in any area where there’s a potential for 
contaminating nearshore waters. 

5. The Kamakee Street entrance should not be enhanced as proposed (DEIS, pg 2-6, sec 2.3.8) 

There’s no sound reason for the enhancement (DEIS 2.3.8, pg 2-27).  The conceptual drawing (fig 
2-10) is too grandiose with palm trees and portals.  The public knows where the park entrance is 
and the proposed portals will reduce the open views of that street corner which will interfere with 
driver’s views.

If work is to be done, scale back the design and reduce the cost for construction and maintenance. 
An updated park sign and perhaps a designed wall would be adequate.   

6. The High Spot area is not underutilized as described in the DEIS (2.3.13, pg 2-35, line 7)

This is another conclusion in DEIS that misrepresents what is occurring, and demonstrates that 
some studies for the DEIS were cursory and inadequate.  On most weekday afternoons and every 
weekend, the high spot area is busy with lots of families picnicking and kids playing.   

One proposal in the DEIS is to develop the high spot area as a venue for events or programming 
(DEIS, pg 2-35, line 16).  Given how heavily used this area is, such organized events would reduce 
the opportunities of residents to use it and would displace them.  As such, the high spot area should 
not be developed for programming and events. 
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7. Sand replenishment studies were too cursory and inadequate 

While replenishing the sand would be welcomed by beachgoers, the environmental studies 
to determine the effect of sand nourishment on the Ala Moana environment were too cursory 
(Appendix F, G).   For example, the water chemistry study was performed only on one day, April 30, 
2018, and did not account for seasonal variations and the effects of sometimes large shoreline 
wave actions, as a result of sea level rising, and that occur when energy from large waves breaking 
on the outside reef generates larger than normal waves breaking on the shoreline.  On those days, 
the turbidity of the nearshore waters is exceedingly high.   

With sea level rising, and since the sand on the beach is not part of a natural cycle of 
replenishment, the nourished beach will probably get eroded sooner than the predicted and 
unsubstantiated nourishment intervals reported in the DEIS (Appendix G, pg 59). It is fiscally 
irresponsible to proceed with a project that cost millions of dollars if the outcome lasts for only for a 
short time.

Furthermore, the environmental impacts of this accelerated erosion are not known. Would the 
erosion harm the Hawaiian seagrass that’s in the swim channel floor and which is a food source for 
the juvenile green sea turtles often seen in the swim channel.  The DEIS states, “Care should be 
taken however in the placement of new sand to ensure that it does not cover any existing seagrass 
beds” (Appendix F, pg 11).  Thus, covering the seagrass with sand could have negative 
environmental repercussions.  The report assumes that the effects of the erosion of a nourished 
beach are trivial but there is no data to substantiate this assumption.    

The survey of nearshore fish did not report the seasonal schools of juvenile fish including mullet, 
aholehole, and sardines that inhabit the rocky beach shoreline so clearly the study was cursory and 
inadequate.  It’s likely that the rocky shoreline is a sanctuary from predators so it functions as a kind 
of nursery.  The effects of burying the rocky shoreline harboring these kinds of juvenile fish and 
other organisms have not been addressed.  Furthermore, whether or not there are effects on 
nocturnal fish and biota, some seasonal, have also not been addressed. 

8. Playground 

I question the need for a playground.  Kids can go to a neighborhood park for a playground.  When 
they come to Ala Moana they picnic, swim, play in the fields; there’s no need for a playground.  It’s 
not the best use of the limited park space. 

9.Cost of revitalization project 

   The cost of the park project is projected to be $144 million, in 2016 dollars (DEIS, 2.6, pg 2-43).   
Rather than transform the park, the park project should be focused on fixing and maintaining the 
facilities and grounds. The City should scale down it’s expectations.  It’s fiscally irresponsible for the 
City to spend so much money at a time when the need is great in so many other areas such as rail, 
aging infrastructure, affordable housing, homelessness, sustainability and so on.  

10. The City has repeatedly said that the goal of the park project is to revitalize the park for the  
 next ’50 years,’ but there is no evidence that the proposed master plan will meet the needs  
 and desires of future park users 

What evidence is there that, as it exists today, the park will not be useful and appreciated 50 years 
from now or that the proposed designs in the DEIS will be adequate and more importantly 
applauded.  The proposed actions undervalues the ‘local character’ and local cultural landscape of 
the park by not giving enough credence to the fact that the ‘local character’ of the park is defined by 
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how people use the park.  Some proposed actions will change how people use the park and in so 
doing destroy it’s ‘local character’ and some longstanding local traditions.  

Lastly, I’m certain that you treasure Ala Moana, as do all residents of Honolulu.  But, please recognize 
that the park has an important role in the lives of local residents, not just as a place of recreation but as 
a cultural landscape with longstanding local traditions.  Don’t destroy these traditions. Please keep Ala 
Moana, “The People’s Park.” 

Sincerely,

Brittney Santos 
Name 

Brittneyksantos@yahoo.com
Email

cc: Robert Kroning Department of Design and Construction, City and County of Honolulu,        
      rkroning@honolulu.gov 
cc: Joanne Hiramatsu, Belt Collins Hawaii, LLC,  jhiramatsu@bchdesign.com 
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August 22, 2018 

 

Office of the Mayor, City and County of Honolulu 
Mayor Kirk Caldwell, 630 South King St., 3rd Floor, Honolulu, HI 96813 
email: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov

Re: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements – Draft EIS. 

Dear Mayor Caldwell: 

I would support the Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvement project if and 
only if proposed actions met the environmental, safety, cultural and soci-economic requirements 
of Oahu’s legacy residents and as stated in the DEIS as follows "...to maintain and improve the 
grounds and facilities while remaining true to its local character as “The People’s Park.” – DEIS 
Sec.1.3.2, pg. 1-6, lines 4-5. My personal mahalo to the City’s Administration for its 
understanding and accommodation by adjusting proposed plans for reconfiguring the Makai Side 
parking. 

After talking to numerous beach park users about the specific proposed actions, their 
expectations and about their current use of the park, I object to the following proposed action 
items because they do not meet the environmental, safety, cultural and soci-economic 
requirement of the majority of frequent park users – “The People”. 

I object to the following proposed action items: 
• 2.3.1 Dog Park 
• 2.3.14 Sand Replenishment and Long Term Beach Nourishment 
• 2.3.5 Parking: Reconfigure parking on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive to add 

more stalls using perpendicular parking stall design. 
• 2.3.6 Makai Shared-Use Path: Widening the shared-use path along the Makai side of Ala 

Moana Park Drive. 
  
2.3.1 Dog Park 

I strongly oppose the inclusion of or proceeding on action item 2.3.1 contained in Chapter 2, 
page 2-8 of the July 2018 Ala Moana Park and Magic Island Improvements Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (DEIS). What follows are my issues and details for my opposition. 

Issue 1 
Inadequate EIS process: 
Inclusion of Action item 2.3.1 Dog Park in the DEIS is improper and is in non-compliance with 
State rules about how any EIS is expected to be conducted in fairness to the public. The proposed 
action item was not given a fair opportunity for public input as to the need, location or design for 
the proposed Dog Park. This proposed improvement should be removed from the DEIS 
immediately and be advanced to the FEIS. 
 
The public was caught unawares that a Dog Park was even on the table for  
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consideration, because nowhere in the preceding December 23, 2017 Draft EISPN document was 
there any mention of a dog park needed nor did the word "dog" appear. Dog park was not 
included in the meetings of 3/10/2015 PIM #1, 7/15/2015 9-point plan, 4/28/2016 PA #2, 
12/23/2017 EISPN, or 1/29/2018 FINAL Master Plan #3, 
 
Issue 2 
Enforcement: 
Posted signs prohibiting animals of any kind are regularly and blatantly ignored throughout Ala 
Moana Park. The regular abuse ROH Chapter 10 Parks and Recreation Rules and Regulations on 
pets and animals is in contradiction to the posted signs. The result is that enforcement is very 
confusing and onerous for enforcers, so abusers of the no animals regulation believe that their 
consequences are negligible so they persist. 
 
For four years I documented the rampant abuse, with pictures and video, that showed dozens of 
violators for -- no dog license, unleashed, running free on the beach, ocean swimming, 
indiscriminate dog poop violations, dogs on paddle boards, dogs in place for hours not traversing 
the park as required by Chapter 10’s “traverse” rule (Chpt Sec.10-1.1 & 10-1.7(a)(3) & 10-
1.7(c)(1)(E) requirement. My very favorite photo is of an owner smoking a cigar, playing flying-
frisbee-fetch with his unleashed dog at the shoreline (4 violations total) & with no enforcement! 
911 call records will show the numerous and frequency of times that I personally had to call 911. 
Worth mentioning, is that I shared my observations, pictures and my 911 call experiences with 
Department of Parks and Recreation staff and officials for which I can provide documentation. 
See Exhibits B-1 to B-4 for abuse photos.  
 
NO DOG PARK in Ala Moana Park. “Dogs do not belong on the beach”, exclaimed veterinarian 
Brian Bagnall at a recent Mālama Moana Town Hall meeting on August 16, 2018, while he and 
officials from the City Council, Department of Design and Construction and Department of 
Parks and Recreation were joined as panelists to discuss and entertain questions with the public 
about the DEIS. Brian Bagnall, DV further explained the serious pet borne health risks that could 
affect humans by contacting pet feces. Some dog owners are knowingly and willfully ignoring 
the posted signs prohibiting animals of any kind. Having a dog park will not deter the abuse. 
Actually the opposite effect will result from installing a dog park, e.g. the temptation will 
increase owners wanting to bring their dogs onto the beach and then into the water. Not every 
dog owner is dishonorable, but there are too many abusers for us to just leap with faith and hope 
a dog park in AMRP will magically reverse the abuse, or change the current confusion about pet 
enforcement in the park. 
 
The area designated is too small to be adequate for what is planned; the dog owners will 
probably complain about it and rationalize that extending dog privileges to the beach would 
justify the inadequacy of the proposed dog park. Because dog owners are blatantly ignoring the 
posted "No Animals" regulations now, I believe that dog owners will not adhere to the rules 
about controlling their dogs or cleaning-up after their dogs and leaving park staff the added 
maintenance burden and they will be taken away from maintaining other areas in the park. The 
honor system is the primary trigger now, but it is clearly not working. 
 

I recommend NO ACTION on action item 2.3.1. I further recommend that ROH Chapter 10’s 
Sec.10-1.7(c)(1)(E) be amended to prohibit dogs on beaches within certain public parks, like 
AMRP, where such a qualification wouldn’t negatively impact legacy residential homeowners 
who have for generations shared the beach with public parks like at Kailua, Kalama & Kahala 
beaches. The priority for revisiting this section of ROH Chapter 10 is for health and public safety 
imperatives. I further recommend that any proposal for establishing a dog park within Ala 
Moana Park should require that proven enforcement and dog owner education programs be first 
established before dog park proposals can be introduced. See Exhibits B-1 to B-4 for abuse 
photos. 
 
2.3.14 Sand Replenishment and Long Term Beach Nourishment 

I am opposed to action item 2.3.14 because of the limited data and studies provided in the DEIS 
for this action item, my concern is what the possible disruptions will be should the project 
proceed to implementation. As a native gatherer, who lives within 10 miles of Ala Moana Beach 
Park, I have been blessed with the marine resources of the waters around and close to the park. 
As I noted in my EISPN comments, I depend on the park’s beach to gather traditionally used 
shells and a wide variety of reef and near shore fishes. I have traced my Hawaiian genealogy to 
sixteen generations back. 
 
While replenishing the sand would be welcomed by beachgoers, the environmental studies to 
determine the effect of sand nourishment on the Ala Moana environment were too cursory 
(Appendix F, G).   For example, the water chemistry study was performed only on one day, April 
30, 2018, and did not account for seasonal variations and the effects of sometimes large shoreline 
wave actions, as a result of sea level rising, and that occur when energy from large waves 
breaking on the outside reef generates larger than normal waves breaking on the shoreline.  On 
those days, the turbidity of the near shore waters is exceedingly high. 
 
The survey of near shore fish did not report the seasonal schools of juvenile fish including 
mullet, aholehole, halalu, manini, oama, sardines, etc. that inhabit the rocky beach shoreline. It’s 
likely that the rocky shoreline is a source of nourishment and sanctuary from predators so it 
functions as a kind of nursery. The effects of burying the rocky shoreline harboring these kinds 
of juvenile fish and associated organisms have not been addressed – like the shells that I gather.  
Furthermore, the study did not determine if there are essential nocturnal fish and biota, some 
seasonal, which could be harmed by the sand nourishment and in turn weaken the food chain that 
supports the mature and developing marine life on the reef and surrounding areas. 

Section 4.4.4 Cultural Resources is very superficial, from a traditional cultural perspective, and 
totally missed practices that have survived until today. This section has totally missed capturing 
the night activity around fishing, such as night reef walking and gathering, fishing inside the 
breakwater walls or net fishing other that laying of nets, crabbing, etc. I am not confident that the 
DEIS is accurately or adequately representative of the existing marine and shore environment so 
I can not trust or support the superficial statements of finding or summaries. 

4.4.5.3 Cultural 
This section is totally not true. The summary statement, “There are no known cultural practices 
that are currently being performed at the Parks. Therefore, there are no impacts to cultural use 
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and no mitigation is proposed.” demonstrates that studies were over-simplified and under-
whelming in representing what the reality is about how important Ala Moana Park is to the 
native local population of Hawaiʻi. 
 
 
Fishing practice: 
My methods of fishing are pole or line and reel, spear, and small net fishing. Besides fishing to 
supplement consumption, I also gather various marine fish and creatures for use as bait, that 
includes oama, balywhoo, various juvenile fishes, eels, octupus shrimps, reef fish, shell fish and 
even types of limu. 
 
Shell gathering practice: 
For gathering of shells, I depend on the wash of the tides to transport, sort and expose what I 
gather on the shoreline. Gathering is practiced by a handful of us who have been gathering at Ala 
Moana Park for decades. Because the shells that we gather are highly prized, we keep the 
location and best collection times a “trade secret” for concerns of depletion by over harvesting 
and abuses. In the interest of validation, I am open to demonstrating this gathering practice at Ala 
Moana Park to a DEIS official or researcher. The shells that I gather throughout the year at Ala 
Moana Park includes the following: 
 
Shells of Niʻihau 
Scientific Descriptions of by E. Alison Kay 
 
Euplica varians - Momi 
These columbellids are abundant, found on rocks in tide pools, in shallow water shoreward of 
fringing reefs. 
 
Mitrela margarita - Laiki 
These shells are often found in beach drift, but appear to live in deeper water than do either the  
Anachis miser or Euplica varians. 
 
Leptothyra verruca – Kahelelani 
These turbans are abundant on the under rocks and rubble in tide pools and on solution benches 
and fringing reefs. 
 
I oppose the continuation of any sand replenishment or beach nourishment actions until more 
reliable and representative studies and observations can be done. The survey of aquatic marine 
organisms is lacking from too narrow a focus and scope. For instance, the marine environment 
studies only collected data and during a very narrow window of opportunity and did not 
recognize the natural survival habits of fish etc. that hid to avoid the contractor’s swimmer 
observers. Also glaring absent was any observation done at anytime during the night time hours 
to register and record nocturnal food fishes that native gathers practice harvesting. My concerns 
are high for the following reasons: 
 
• Existing ecosystem impacts 
• Traditional gathering impacts 

• Traditional fishing impacts 
• Introduced contamination 
 

 

 2.3.5 Parking 

DEIS, Page 2-17, lines 37-39: The total number of stalls within the AMRP and Magic Island will 
be increased by 234 stalls to meet the demand from the growing population. 

I oppose Action item 2.3.5 as proposed, because there are clearly other options that have not 
been fully vetted or entertained that would save tax dollars spent and have great potential of 
being even more feasible and effective. 

Although increasing the number of parking stalls is always a welcomed solution, the increase 
should be tempered by extenuating circumstances, such as available land space to add parking 
stalls and the design and impacts of the added parking stalls. In addition, the increase of 113 
parking stalls recommended by the parking study should be considered. The 113 parking stalls 
increase is a 12% increase over the existing 934 stalls. The proposed increase of 234 stalls is a 
25% increase. I do not think that a 100% increase over the parking study’s recommendation is 
warranted. Note that the reason for trying to reduce the number of additional stalls is to reduce 
the land requirement for alternative parking designs. 

An excellent option would to be to first add the113 parking stalls in the Keyhole, as noted in the 
DEIS study, then use that additional Keyhole parking as a test. Then monitor and determine if jus 
adding parking in the Keyhole is sufficient to meet overall anticipated parking demands vs going 
ahead as proposed at a greater disruption and expense to tax payers. I would support such an 
option. 

DEIS, Page 2-17, line 40-41: “The Makua stalls are still proposed to be reconfigured to 
perpendicular stalls, but will also include parallel stalls where appropriate.” The primary reason 
for objecting to the use of perpendicular parking on Ala Moana Park Drive is that reversing out 
of a perpendicular parking stall into oncoming traffic is more dangerous than pulling out from a 
parallel stall. From a perpendicular stall, you have to reverse slowly until you are able to get a 
clear view of oncoming traffic – vehicle, bicycle, and human, before being able to decide to enter 
the lane and hoping unseen traffic further up in the entered lane is not speeding through. Also, 
unloading and loading from the backs of cars, vans, and trucks is more dangerous from 
perpendicular stalls than from parallel stalls. With perpendicular stalls, you are exposed to the 
flow of traffic. With parallel stalls, one unloads/loads unto the curb while being between cars and 
out of traffic. However, if the proposed action item 2.3.6 to create a wider shared-use path is 
implemented, the safety item just mentioned would be negated, because the planters would block 
the curb side access to cars for loading/unloading.  

Unless the Mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive can be widened to provide another lane from 
which diagonal parking stalls can be entered, perpendicular stalls should not be constructed. 
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2.3.6 Makai Shared-Use Path 

I oppose the proposed reconfiguration and repurposing of the current makai sidewalk and the 
current grassy areas because it is not in keeping with environmental, safety, cultural and soci-
economic requirements of park users. 

Keeping in mind that Ala Moana Regional Park is the beach park for the people of the City and 
County of Honolulu, the foremost conceptual requirements to remember are easy access to the 
beach and the ability to conveniently picnic close to and/or on the beach. The most functional 
and desirable features of the existing Makai Sidewalk are the parallel parking and the grass area 
between the parking and existing sidewalk. Together they meet the requirements of park patrons, 
and therefore should not be altered. The revised design to retain the Makai parking is applauded. 
The proposed widened “Makai Shared-Use Path,” which widens the concrete walkways and adds 
obstructive planters does not meet the people’s requirements or desires. Changes and/or 
alterations to the existing Makai grass areas and sidewalk are not what the beach park users need 
or want. 

All park users with whom I have conversed with regarding sidewalk renovations and removal of 
the grass area have stated that the existing sidewalk and grass area should be kept. It should be 
noted that in the DEIS, 1.3 Purpose and Need, 1.3.2 Purpose, the last sentence in the section on 
Page 1-6, lines 5-6 states: “The long-term goal for the Park’s revitalization is to maintain and 
improve the grounds and facilities while remaining true to its local character as “The People’s 
Park.”” I think the “local” people have spoken, and the existing sidewalk and grass area should 
remain and be maintained to include the repair to damaged and unsafe areas, such as uneven 
sidewalk surfaces and dirt patches in the grass areas, and should not be replaced with the 
proposed options in Figure 2.8. pg. 2-24. 

I am also opposed to the proposed widened “shared-use path”. I believe that increasing the 
capacity of the existing sidewalk is not necessary because it is currently capable of handling the 
existing walker, jogger, and runner traffic foot traffic. In addition, I am not aware of any study 
indicating the need to widen the sidewalk due to human traffic on it. For safety reasons I believe 
the proposed shared-use path should not be shared with bicycles or any other recreational 
wheeled transports. I think having cyclists mixed with walkers on the same path is not safe, 
primarily for the differences in characteristics, speeds and casual inclinations of foot vs wheeled 
park users. I think a separate bikeway should be provided on Ala Moana Park Drive vs. on the 
shared-use path. Besides there is a mauka park pathway that runs the length of Ala Moana Blvd 
that is hardly use and already installed; that path would be very suitable for wheeled, recreational 
park users. 

DEIS, Page 2-21, lines 26-28: “The proposed shared-use path will comply with the Complete 
Streets Ordinance by creating a proper shared-use path along the beachfront allowing safe 
passage for both bicyclists and pedestrians.” I have four issues with application of the Complete 
Streets design principles for the design of the Makai Shared-Use Path. 

1. The Complete Streets Ordinance was meant to apply to street design. In Complete Streets 
designs, such as the design for Nuuanu Avenue and Liliha Street, the bikeways/bike lanes are 
part of the street, not part of the sidewalk. 

a. In the case of the “Makai Shared-Use Path” proposal, Ala Moana Park Drive could be 
modified to include a bikeway vs including cyclists on the shared-use path. 

b. I is my understanding that the process to develop “final designs” for Complete Streets 
included significant community input. Was the same process followed for the design 
of the Makai Shared-Use Path? I did not see evidence of a community outreach effort 
to determine users’ requirements and desires in the appendices. 

2. Ordinance and laws governing vehicular operation also applies to bicycles, despite vast 
fundamental differences for bicycle operation and regulation, Ref: HRS 249, 291, 431 and 
Traffic Code, Sec. 15 of the City and County of Honolulu. 

a. operating of a bicycle on streets or sidewalks does not require cyclist proof of 
insurance, (BICYCLE Regulations and Illustrated Safety Tips, Sec. 294-5 & 294-12 
to 14) 

b. vehicles are not allowed on sidewalks everywhere, but bicycles can operate on Ala 
Moana Park grass areas and sidewalks (Ref: C&C DTS publication, (BICYCLE 
Regulations and Illustrated Safety Tips, Sec. 291C-1 (3)(5), C-141) 

c. Bicyclists are not required to be “tested for road proficiency” like vehicle operators 
are required to do. 

3. Enforcement of HRS 249, 291, 431 and Traffic Code, Sec. 15 of the City and County of 
Honolulu would be rendered moot on the proposed shared-use path since these laws, rules 
and regulations do not apply to Ala Moana Park sidewalks since it is not defined in HRS 49, 
291, 431 and Traffic Code, Sec. 15.  

a. Responsibility involving injury or damage involving bicycles/cyclists falls on the 
party that is required to have proof of insurance, which is singularly not a bicycle or 
cyclist. Attribution and determination of responsibility is not clear or defined for 
bicycles on sidewalks or elsewhere. 

4. Wheeled recreational transports currently on the sidewalks at Ala Moana Park is comprised 
of 23 different types of FPRTs (foot powered recreational transports) and SMRTs (small-
motor recreational transports). Ala Moana Park sidewalks are very crowded with competing 
modes of transport at all hours of the day with formal and freelance commercial wheeled 
tours presently getting out of hand without any thought by government of the consequences 
for such unfettered growth (biki bikes, segways, recumbent bicycles, scooters, roller blades, 
etc.) See Exhibits A-1 to A-3 

Widening and reconfiguration of the Makai Sidewalk as proposed in action item 2.3.6 will 
primarily be to accommodate the non-pedestrian element within Ala Moana Park as stated in, 
“...protect and promote accessibility and mobility for all; balance the needs and comfort of all 
modes and users...” - 2.3.6 lines 13 & 14. Fulfilling these characteristics do not necessarily 
require this to be applied to the Makai Sidewalk since other options are readily available. Besides 
no public discussion or studies on impacts are included within the DEIS document to justify that 
the proposal has plausible merit.   

a. I submit that FPRTs & SMRTs on Ala Moana Park sidewalks is a bad idea and does 
not fit the prevailing legal model that assures clear, fair and legal resolution of 
responsibility in the event of accidents. This fact presents a significant deficiency in 
safety and protections for everyone on the sidewalks within Ala Moana Park 
Institutionalizing such an array of wheeled transports on the proposed shared-use path 
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goes against all best practices for safety of pedestrians who have the right-of-way on 
sidewalks. 

b. Bicycle use on the proposed shared-use path also introduces a large and frequent class 
of bicyclists oblivious to our “rules of the road” and who are not obligated to be 
responsible for their actions, because they are tourists and from out of town. Sidewalk 
safety does not have a clear or present official advocate within Ala Moana Park. 
Everything on the sidewalk is left to the honor system and the inclinations of each 
individual. A very unsafe and potent situation! 

DEIS, Page 2-21, lines 33-35: “During the scoping meetings, the public asked for a wider and 
shaded pathway that could serve a variety of recreational needs and purposes. This could be 
accomplished by landscaping alterations (Figure 2-8).” 

Based on the proposed options presented in Figure 2-8, I have the following questions and 
objections: 

What were the purposes and reasons for widening the path? Was a study done to determine what 
the human traffic was and if there were congestion and/or other problems necessitating widening 
of the path? 

From the options shown in Figure 2-8, it seems that due to the trees, widening of the path will 
not be sufficient to make a difference in the path’s capability to handle more human traffic; i.e., 
walkers, joggers, runners, and possibly cyclists. 

The proposed designs utilize too much concrete and do not have enough green spaces. 

The proposed designs show planters that appear to obstruct exiting from the passenger side of 
parked cars and impede unloading and loading from/into parked vehicles. In the response to 
comments to the EISPN on the “Reconfiguration of parking stalls”, the consultant stated: “Other 
beachgoers and recreational users find it difficult to pass through these areas.” It seems the 
current proposed design options do the same. 

The planters replace the grass areas and make it impossible to have tents on the Makai side of 
Ala Moana Park Drive. This planter obstruction defeats common use of the existing Makai grass 
area for picnicking at a beach park and does not meet beach park local user practice and 
requirements. 

My preference is to have a more open design; i.e., no planters between the trees. 

I think having planters increases maintenance requirements for the City that seems to have 
difficulties achieving required maintenance. 

Lastly, I believe that the users of the shared-use path, who are at the park to exercise, and users 
of grass area (between the existing path and the drive), who are at the park to picnic, enjoy the 
beach, play in the sand and swim, should have safe and convenient access to the park amenities 
that meet their requirements. In other words, the width of the path should be equal to the width of 
the grass area. The grass area should be retained to allow beach park users convenient access and 
enjoy to the beach amenities. Action item should be pulled out of the DEIS Proposed Action on 
pg. 2-6 for all the reasons I have expressed. 

Conclusion: 
I object to the following proposed action items: 

• 2.3.1 Dog Park 
• 2.3.14 Sand Replenishment and Long Term Beach Nourishment 
• 2.3.5 Parking: Reconfigure parking on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive to add 

more stalls using perpendicular parking stall design. 
• 2.3.6 Makai Shared-Use Path: Widening the shared-use path along the Makai side of Ala 

Moana Park Drive. 
 
For the reasons and issues cited in this submittal of comments to the AMRP DEIS, I recommend 
that the AMRP Master Plan DEIS be put on hold until the shortfalls in studies, data and public 
input are addressed to improve the DEIS to the satisfaction of the primary stakeholders -The 
People for whom Ala Moana Park was created, protected and preserved for. 

Mahalo, for the opportunity to contribute to a better Master Plan for Ala Moana Regional Park 
and Magic Island 

Sincerely, 

Bruce G.S. Lum 

 
Bruce Lum 
99-546 Iwaiwa St. 
Aiea, Hawaiʻi 96701 
email: brlum@mac.com 
 
 
 
 
 
cc:  
Department of Design and Construction, City and County of Honolulu 
Robert Kroning, Director, 650 South King St., 11th Floor, Honolulu, HI 96813 
email: rkroning@honolulu.gov 
 
Belt Collins Hawaii LLC 
Joanne Hiramatsu, Director of Planning,  
2153 North King St., Suite 200, Honolulu, HI 96819-4554 
email: jhiramatsu@bchdesign.com 
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Comments to Proposed Actions 

2019_02_08 AMRP & MI SECOND DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
STATEMENT (SDEIS) 

Verision date: 3/25/19 9:47 PM 

From: Bruce Lum 
99-546 Iwaiwa St. 
Aiea, Hawaii 96701 

To: Mayor Kirk Caldwell 
530 S. King Street, Room 300 
alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

 

Action 2.3.1 Dog Park 

Comments opposing Action 2.3.1 follow. 

Comment: 
Oppose Action 2.3.1 in Ala Moana Beach Park (AMBP) is not necessary because ROH 
Chapter 10-1.7 currently provides leashed dogs to traverse the park to reach the shoreline 
using the most direct route (despite posted signs proihibiting “Animals” in the park). 
 
A dog park in Ala Moana is not necessary: 

ROH Chapter 10-1.7 Animals in public parks, Section (c)(1)(E) states that: 

Allowing, notwithstanding Section 10-1.2(a)(9), persons otherwise in compliance 
with this article and having custody and control of a dog otherwise in compliance 
with this subdivision to traverse a public beach park using the most direct route 
for the purpose of reaching the shoreline during either hours when the park is 
open or hours when it is closed. (all highlighted in 01 ROH_Chapter_10_2016.pdf 
attachment) 

It is clear that dogs are currently allowed within Ala Moana Beach Park, as is provided 
for in ROH 10-1.7, and specifying that leashed dogs may “...traverse a public beach park 
using the most direct route for the purpose of reaching the shoreline.” Thus it is 
irresponsible of city administration not to strike Action 2.3.1 from the Second Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS) and/or before proceeding to an FEIS. It is 
irresponsible for the city administration to not remedy the conflict between ROH 10-1.7 
and posted signs prohibiting animals in AMBP. It is also irresponsible of city 
administration to not enforce the daily abuse of ROH 10-1.7 and to not provide 
immediate and effective on-site, resources to DPR for enforcement of Chapter 10 and 
standing DPR rules and regulations. 
 
It is further recommended that the City Council remedy the counter-intuitive nature of 
Chapter 10-1.7, possibly through qualification that 10-1.7 does not apply to parks that 
have beaches and in recognition that animals on beaches present a threat to public health 
and safety. In addition, qualification could be made in regards to ROH 10-1.7 that 
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Comments to Proposed Actions 

2019_02_08 AMRP & MI SECOND DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
STATEMENT (SDEIS) 

Verision date: 3/25/19 9:47 PM 

Section (c) (1)(E) should be exclusively for Kailua Beach Park and excludes all other 
parks that have a beach. 
 
Comment: 
Oppose Action 2.3.1, for it was introduced into the Master Plan for Ala Moana Park 
DEIS on July 7, 2017 and DPR had not demonstrated or entered into SDEIS 
documentation or attribution showing application of ROH Chapter 10 rules and guidance 
for the selecting of dog park locations in regards to suitability, public health and safety. 
 
The specific sections of ROH Chapter 10 follows: 

Section 10-1.7(b) In designating parks as off-leash parks and in 
designating parks or areas therein for leashed dogs, the director shall 
consider the park's size, location, and frequency of use by members of the 
public, as well as the primary actual or designed use of each park or area 
included in the designation. 
Section 10-1.7(c) The director shall adopt rules pursuant to HRS Chapter 
91 to hold persons bringing permitted animals into public parks   
responsible for the sanitary use of the park, ... and the safety, health and 
welfare of all park users. The rules shall address the specific 
responsibilities associated with bringing a type of animal into a public 
park. (all highlighted in 01 ROH_Chapter_10_2016.pdf attachment) 

 
Comment: 
Oppose Action 2.3.1, due to the Department of Parks and Recreation not taking action on 
designating or establishing a new off-leash dog park for the Honolulu-Kaka’ako area 
including No DPR action taken, to satisfy Resolutions 17-133 and Resolutions 18-180 
within times stipulated and formally approved by City Council. 
 
As to Resolution 17-133 (5/8/2017, adopted 7/12/2017). No Department of Parks and 
Recreation action was effected despite the Resolution’s clearly stated timeline and 
purpose. (see 03 Resolution 17-133.pdf attached) 
 

“REQUESTING THE CITY’S DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION TO 
ESTABLISH AN OFF-LEASH DOG PARK IN DOWNTOWN HONOLULU-
KAKA’AKO.” 

 
Comment: 
Oppose Action 2.3.1 for reasons stated as follows. 
 
Resolution 18-180 (August 15, 2018), remains unsatisfied before the council’s Parks and 
Community Services Committee (PCS), awaiting the Department of Parks and 
Recreation (DPR) response to the PCS’s request as follows: (04 RES18-180 CD1 (CF-
REV).pdf) 
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“REQUESTING THE DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION TO 
PROVIDE THE COUNCIL WITH AN UPDATE ON CURRENT CITY 
ORDINANCES, RULES, AN POLICIES REGARDING ON-AND OFF-LEASH DOG 
PARKS INCLUDING RECOMMENDATIONS FOR AREAS IN WHICH 
APPLICABLE CITY POLICIES SHOULD BE UPDATED AND ON ITS PLANS FOR 
ESTABLISHMENT OF ADDITIONAL DOG PARKS IN HONOLULU’S URBAN 
CORE.”  

 
As to Resolution 18-180, No DPR action on Resolution 17-133 persisted for over a year. 
Further DPR No action was followed by City Council Resolution 18-180 to address the 
non-inclusive action of adding an off-leash dog park into the July 7, 2018 Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) Comments. 
 
Comment: 
Oppose Action 2.3.1, for it was inserted into the July 7, 2018 Draft Environment Impact 
Statement (DEIS) without public notice or fair opportunity for public input as to the need, 
location suitability or design of the proposed dog park. Inserting Action 2.3.1 was unfair, 
inappropriate and counter to HAR Rules, Title 11 and the Hawaii State Office of 
Environmental Quality Control (OEQC) guidance on a proper EIS process. 

HAWAII ADMINISTRATIVE RULES TITLE 11 DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH CHAPTER 200 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
RULES 
§11-200-19 Environmental impact statement style. In developing the EIS, 
preparers shall make every effort to convey the required information succinctly in 
a form easily understood, both by members of the public and by public decision-
makers, giving attention to the substance of the information conveyed rather than 
to the particular form, or length, or detail of the statement. The scope of the 
statement may vary with the scope of the proposed action and its impact. Data and 
analyses in a statement shall be commensurate with the importance of the impact, 
and less important material may be summarized, consolidated, or simply 
referenced. Statements shall indicate at appropriate points in the text any 
underlying studies, reports, and other information obtained and considered in 
preparing the statement, including cost benefit analyses and reports required 
under other legal authorities. Care shall be taken to concentrate on important 
issues and to ensure that the statement remains an essentially self-contained 
document, capable of being understood by the reader without the need for undue 
cross-reference. [Eff 12/6/85; am and comp AUG 31 1996] (Auth: HRS §343-5, 
343-6) (Imp: HRS §343-6) 
(see 02 2016-11-Hawaii-EIS-Laws-Unofficial-Compilation Page 55.pdf attached) 

 
DPR did not offer up any good faith options or proposals in follow through to Resolution 
17-133 (adopted 7/12/2017). Despite being granted $150,000 in funding. $150,000 
project funds was appropriated in the Fiscal Year 2018, Executive Capital Budget 
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for the planning and designing of a fenced dog park in Downtown Honolulu-
Kakaʻako. As of June 30, 2018, the project was still under review by the city 
administration. 
 
Comment: 
Oppose Action 2.3.1 based on Resolution 90-488, CD-1 page A-1 and Resolution 98-
188, CD1 (park type definitions), for not meeting the “type of park” criteria set forth for 
Active, Passive and Multipurpose parks, and for the non-inclusion of dog parks in the 
three (3) group type attributes. 
(see attached 05 Reso 90-488, CD1 Official Names of Parks.pdf and Resolution 07 RESO 98-188 
CD-1 Active and passive park guidelines(all).pdf attached)  

The Department of Parks and Recreation stated at the August 28, 2018 Parks and 
Customer Services (PCS) meeting that: 

The DPR follows the National Recreation and Park Association recommendation 
that dog parks be located at passive parks because active parks have soccer, 
baseball, and football fields, and the activities are not compatible. (08/28/18 PCS 
committee minutes Page 10, Bullet #4 – Michelle Nekota, Dir. DPR) 
(see 06 082818 Committee on Parks, Community and Customer Services Adopted 
Minutes (signed).pdf attached) 

The NRPA statement implies that “Active” would include other sports with similar active 
characteristics involving quick reflex, human, physical activities such as Volleyball, 
wheeled transports (skateboards, bikes, jogging, etc. Ala Moana Regional Park is 
classified as a multipurpose park and codified by Resolution 98-188, CD1 - 
APPROVING POLICY GUIDELINES GOVERNING THE ESTABLISHMENT OF 
ACTIVE AND PASSIVE PARKS IN THE CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU. 

Resolution 90-488, CD-1 page A-1, further defines Ala Moana Beach Park as a 
“Regional Park” for C&C funding purposes. by defining parks in groupings of classified 
types, e.g. Active, Passive & Multipurpose types. Per Resolution 98-188, CD1, regional 
type parks are classified as Multipurpose parks that may encompass active and passive 
park attributes. 

Multipurpose Parks include regional parks with large, open spaces that serve a 
variety of active and passive activities and take advantage of local site 
characteristics. Regional parks are to provide sufficient land area for larger 
gatherings for community use. Active uses, such as softball and soccer play, may 
be included provided that permanent structures relating to these uses are not 
constructed in these parks. (Resolution 98-188, CD1, pg. 2) 

I submit here that “Ala Moana Regional Park”, by classification, excludes off-leash and 
on-leash NRPA recommendation cited by the Department of Parks and Recreation. In 
addition. further specification says that “permanent structures relating to these uses are 
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not constructed in these parks”, and submit that on-leash and off-leash dog parks require 
fencing (structures) to be erected. In the case of AMRP, its sub-category is Active, in the 
instance of dog parks vs Passive, and dog parks do not necessarily meet or require the 
“local site characteristics” of a beach park environment. 

In summary, for the reasons stated here, I oppose the building of a dog park of any kind 
within the boundaries o Ala Moana Regional Park or Magic Island (aka ʻĀina Moana). 

Sincerely, 

 

Bruce Lum 
99-546 Iwaiwa Street 
Aiea, Hawaii 96701 

 

cc: Robert Kroning, Director 
650 S. King Street, 11th Floor 
alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

 Joanne Hiramatsu, Director of Planning 
alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com 
2153 North King Street, Suite 200 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96819-4554 

 

Attachments: • ROH Chapter 10 Sections 1.2 and 1.7 
 • HAR Chapter 200 Environmental Impact Statement Rules §11 

   200-19 
 • Resolutions 17-133 
 • Resolutions 18-180 
 • Resolution 90-488, CD-1 
 • August 28, 2018 Parks and Customer Services (PCS) minutes 
 • Resolution 98-188, CD1 
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Chapter 10

RULES, REGULATIONS, CHARGES AND FEES
FOR PUBLIC PARKS AND RECREATION FACILITIES

Articles:
1. Use of Public Parks, Playgrounds, Beaches and Other Public Areas
2. Fees and Charges for Use of Parks and Recreational Facilities
3. Fees for Use of Parks and Recreational Facilities for Commercial Activities
4. Fees for Use of Municipal Golf Courses
5. Commercial Windsurfing
(6. Beach and Inland Camping Facilities. Repealed by Ord. 96-49)
6. Reserved
7. Policy on Fees for Organized Recreational Programs
8. Summer Fun Activities
9. Professional Sports Activity at Hans L'Orange Baseball Facility
10. Rental of Surfboard Lockers on Kuhio Beach
(11. Abandoned Property. Repealed by Ord. 11-29)
11. Reserved
12. After-school Programs
__. Cultural Sites in Public Parks

Article 1. Use of Public Parks,
Playgrounds, Beaches and Other Public Areas

Sections:
10-1.1 Definitions.
10-1.2 Park rules and regulations.
10-1.3 Permits.
10-1.4 Rules and regulations pertaining to street trees, hedges and shrubs.
10-1.5 Public beaches.
10-1.6 Violation--Penalty.
10-1.7 Animals in public parks.

Sec. 10-1.1 Definitions.
“Camp” or “camping” means the use and occupation of a public park as a temporary or permanent dwelling place or

sleeping place between the hours of 10:00 p.m. and 5:00 a.m.
“Commercial activity” means a use or purpose designed for profit, which includes but is not limited to the exchange or

buying and selling of commodities; the providing of services relating to or connected with trade, traffic or commerce in general; any
activity performed by the commercial operator or its employees or agents in connection with the delivery of such commodities or
services; and the soliciting of business, including the display or distribution of notices, business cards, or advertisements for
commercial promotional purposes. The use of land for utilities, and the use of the premises and facilities for official canoe regattas,
shall not be considered a commercial activity.

“Dwelling place” means a place used for human habitation as an overnight accommodation, lodging, or shelter on either a
temporary or permanent basis.

“Expressive activities” means speech or conduct, the principal object of which is the expression, dissemination, or
communication by verbal, visual, literary, or auditory means of political, religious, philosophical, or ideological opinions, views, or
ideas and for which no fee is charged or required as a condition of participation in or attendance at such activity. Expressive activity
generally would not include sports events such as marathons, fundraising events, beauty contests, commercial events, cultural
celebrations or other events the principal purpose of which is entertainment.

“Human habitation” means the act of utilizing, occupying, or inhabiting a place of lodging or shelter on a permanent or
temporary basis as a place of residence or sojourn.

"Off-leash park" means a public park designated by the director of parks and recreation where dogs, and no other animal,
shall be allowed to be off-leash.

“Public park” means any park, park roadway, playground, athletic field, beach, beach right-of-way, tennis court, golf
course, swimming pool, or other recreation area or facility under the control, maintenance and management of the department of parks
and recreation. “Public park” does not include a public thoroughfare defined as a “mall” under Section 29-1.1 unless the public
thoroughfare has been (1) accepted, dedicated, or named by the council expressly as a “public park” or “park”; (2) placed under the
control, maintenance, and management of and classified expressly as a “public park” or “park” by the department of parks and
recreation; or (3) constructed or situated within a larger specific recreation area or facility listed in the preceding sentence.

"Recreational stops" means the use of city beach parks by commercial tour companies for activities that may include, but
are not limited to, sightseeing, spectating, picture taking, beach combing, swimming, and eating of prepared picnic lunches.

“Shopping cart” means a metal or plastic handcart on three or more wheels provided by a wholesale or retail establishment
such as a supermarket.

“Sleeping place” means a place used by a person for the purpose of sleeping, where the person is asleep inside a tent,
sleeping bag, or some form of temporary shelter or is asleep atop of or covered by materials such as a cot, mat, bedroll, bedding, sheet,
blanket, pillow, bag, cardboard, or newspapers.

“Tent” means a collapsible structure consisting of sheets of canvas, fabric, or other material attached to or draped over a
frame of poles or a supporting rope that has more than one wall.

“Traverse” means to travel continuously in a direction across or through.
“Wall” means an upright, vertical, or slanted structure, partition, or divider serving to enclose, divide, support, or protect.

(Sec. 13-14.1, R.O. 1978 (1983 Ed.); Am. Ord. 01-43, 02-51, 08-22, 10-4, 10-5, 12-2, 12-26, 13-12)

Sec. 10-1.2 Park rules and regulations.
(a) Within the limits of any public park, it is unlawful for any person to:

(1) Willfully or intentionally destroy, damage or injure any property;
(2) Climb onto any tree, except those designated for climbing, or to climb onto any wall, fence, shelter, building,

statue, monument or other structure, excluding play apparatus;
(3) Swim, bathe, wade in or pollute the water of any ornamental pool or fountain;
(4) Kindle, build, maintain or use any fire, other than in a grill or brazier;
(5) Annoy, molest, kill, wound, chase, shoot or throw missiles at any animal or bird;
(6) Distribute, post or place any commercial handbill or circular, notice or other advertising device or matter,

except as permitted by the terms of any agreement relating to the use of park property;
(7) Use any surfboard or devices or materials with jagged or rough ends and edges, which are dangerous to surfers,

swimmers or bathers;
(8) Construct or fabricate surfboards;
(9) Permit any animal to enter and remain within the confines of any public park area except as otherwise provided

in this article;
(10) Feed any animal or bird when signs are posted prohibiting such feeding;
(11) Wash, polish or repair cars or other vehicles;
(12) Enter or remain in any public park during the night hours that the park is closed, provided that signs are posted

indicating the hours that the park is closed, except that a person may traverse a public beach park using the most
direct route during park closure hours for the purpose of reaching the shoreline;

(13) Camp at any park not designated as a campground;
(14) Fail to comply with any sign or notice posted by the City and County of Honolulu;
(15) Utilize, place, occupy, leave, or in any other manner situate a shopping cart.

(b) Except as authorized by permits, and subject to the terms and conditions imposed by the department of parks and
recreation, it is unlawful for any person, within the limits of any public park, to:
(1) Cut or remove any wood, plant, grass, soil, rock, sand or gravel;
(2) Sell or offer for sale any services, merchandise, article or thing, whatsoever;
(3) Moor, tie up, store, repair or condition any boat, canoe, raft or other vessel;
(4) Repair or condition any surfboard;
(5) Park any vehicle except bicycles on grassed areas;
(6) Amplify music or use battery operated loudspeakers (bullhorns);
(7) Ride or drive any horse or any other animal;
(8) Engage in or conduct any activity which creates any sound, noise or music exceeding 80 dBA sound pressure

level taken at a point 10 feet in front of the source for a cumulative time period of at least five minutes when
measured with a calibrated American National Standard Institute (ANSI) Type I or Type II sound level meter
with weighting set at "A" and response set at "slow" except any activity which is sponsored by the city or the
department of parks and recreation or authorized by permit issued by the city;

(9) Construct, utilize, place, occupy, leave, or in any other manner situate any tent.
(c) Within the limits of any public park, it is unlawful for any person, wherever signs are posted prohibiting such activities, to:

(1) Throw, cast, catch, kick or strike any baseball, tennis ball, football, basketball, croquet ball or other object;
(2) Ride upon roller skates, skateboards or bicycles;
(3) Engage in kite flying.

(d) Except in park areas specifically designated for such purposes, it is unlawful for any person to:
(1) Throw, cast, roll or strike any bowling ball or golf ball;
(2) Engage in model airplane flying;
(3) Engage in model boat sailing;
(4) Kindle, build or maintain any campfire;
(5) Discharge firearms for target practice only;
(6) Engage in archery for target practice and tournament only;
(7) Launch model rockets.

(e) In addition to the requirements of subsection (b) of this section, the repair or conditioning of any surfboard shall be
performed only by a concessionaire of the department of parks and recreation who has a surfboard concession. Such repair
work shall be conducted only in an enclosed building or structure, approved by the department of parks and recreation,
building department, and the state department of health. The terms and conditions to be imposed by the department of
parks and recreation shall include, together with the requirements necessary to safeguard the health and safety of the
public, the securing of adequate insurance to protect the city from any liability resulting from such repair work.

(f) It is unlawful for any person, other than authorized personnel of the department of parks and recreation, or a person then
golfing on the course, or such person's caddy, to gather or pick up golf balls within the boundaries of a public golf course.

(g) (1) Within the limits of any public park, it is unlawful for any person, where signs are posted prohibiting or
restricting such activities, to operate, park or stand a motor vehicle in violation of such prohibitions or
restrictions. Such signs may impose any prohibition or restriction upon the operation, parking or standing of
motor vehicles which the director of parks and recreation shall determine will maximize the enjoyment and use
of any park by park users. Such restrictions may include the installation of parking meters in parks.

(2) Parking Meter Charges and Time Limits.
(A) Meters at the Honolulu Zoo parking lot shall have a four-hour time limit at the rate of $1.00 per

hour.
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(B) Meters on the mauka side of Kalakaua Avenue between Monsarrat Avenue and the Paki Avenue-
Poni Moi Road-Diamond Head Road intersection shall have a four-hour time limit at the rate of 50
cents per hour and shall be in effect between the hours of 10 a.m. and 6 p.m., seven days a week.

(3) Parking Meter Violations.
(A) No person shall violate any provision of Section 15-22.11.
(B) Every hour a vehicle remains parked, stopped, or standing in violation of any provision of Section

15-22.11 shall constitute a separate violation.
(h) Commercial activities, including recreational stops by tour companies, shall not be allowed at any time at Kailua Beach

Park and Kalama Beach Park, except as otherwise provided in this chapter for commercial filming activities.
(i) Commercial activities, including recreational stops by tour companies, shall not be allowed at any time at city owned or

operated beach rights-of-way and easements from Lanikai to Kapoho Point (Castle Point).
(Sec. 13-14.2, R.O. 1978 (1987 Supp. to 1983 Ed.); Am. Ord. 90-6, 94-05, 94-24, 97-26, 01-43, 06-20, 07-17, 09-20, 10-4, 10-5, 12-2,
12-28, 13-12)

Sec. 10-1.3 Permits.
(a) Required. Any person using the recreational and other areas and facilities under the control, maintenance, management

and operation of the department of parks and recreation shall first obtain a permit from the department for the following
uses:
(1) Picnic groups, consisting of 50 or more persons;
(2) Camping;
(3) Sports activities conducted by a league, organization, association, group or individual;
(4) Recreational activities, including nonprofit fundraising activities, sponsored by community organizations,

associations, groups or individuals;
(5) Expressive Activities.

(A) Expressive activities held at Ala Moana Regional Park or in the following areas of Kapiolani Park
require a permit when the expressive activity involves 150 or more persons:
(i) The triangle area fronting the Honolulu Zoo bordered by Kapahulu Avenue and

Monsarrat Avenue, but excluding the Honolulu Zoo;
(ii) The area within Kapiolani Park bordered by Monsarrat Avenue, Paki Avenue, Poni Moi

Road, and Kalakaua Avenue;
(iii) The Waikiki playground area bordered by Monsarrat Avenue, Leahi Avenue, and Paki

Avenue, generally rectangular in shape;
(iv) The Leahi area bordered by Leahi Avenue, Noela Street, and Paki Avenue, generally

rectangular in shape; or
(v) The archery range area bordered by Paki Avenue and Poni Moi Road, generally

rectangular in shape.
(B) For all other public parks, and areas of Kapiolani Regional Park outside of the areas specified in

Section 10-1.3(a)(5)(A), a permit shall be required when the expressive activity involves 75 or more
persons.

The foregoing provisions shall not apply if the expressive activity is due to a spontaneous event occasioned by
news or affairs coming into public knowledge within 48 hours of such expressive activity, in which case the
organizer shall provide written notice to the city as soon as practicable prior to such expressive activity.

(6) Meetings or gatherings or other similar activity other than expressive activities held by organizations,
associations or groups;

(7) Nonrecreational, public service activities, meetings and gatherings other than expressive activities held by
organizations, communities or groups;

(8) Right of entry into parks for installation of utilities or construction work;
(9) The playing of musical instruments as solo or two or more instruments which fall within the standards described

in paragraphs (A), (B) and (C) of this subdivision:
(A) Musical instruments which are limited to two octaves or less, including but not limited to the

following musical instruments: (i) tuba, (ii) tympani, (iii) maracas, (iv) uliuli, (v) castanets, (vi)
tambourine or (vii) percussion instruments in which a human hand or drumsticks are used to create
sounds therefrom;

(B) Musical instruments which when played do not exceed the sound pressure level established in
Section 10-1.2(b)(8); and

(C) Musical instruments which are used or played continuously without a regular hourly break of 30
minutes, or for more than six hours within a day.

The use or the playing of a musical instrument which requires a permit as provided hereunder shall be subject to
the following restrictions, in addition to any other conditions imposed by the rules and regulations promulgated
by the director:
(A) Issuance Standards for Permits. The department of parks and recreation shall uniformly treat each

application, based upon the facts presented, free from improper or inappropriate considerations and
from unfair discrimination and shall exercise no other discretion over the issuance of a permit under
this section, except as provided in this section and in the departmental rules.

(B) Judicial Review. Upon the department's refusal to issue a permit, the applicant for such permit shall
be entitled to a review by the circuit court within 30 days after the date of such refusal. In such
review, the department's decision shall be upheld in the absence of a judicial finding of abuse of
discretion.

(C) Restrictions. The use or the playing of a musical instrument which requires a permit as provided
hereunder shall be subject to the following restrictions, in addition to any other conditions imposed
by the rules adopted by the director:
(i) Time: Only between the hours of nine a.m. and six p.m. daily, and
(ii) Place: The playing of such instruments shall be restricted to the facility especially

constructed for such purpose, such as the bandstand at Kapiolani Park or other areas
within the park that shall be clearly designated in the permit, and

(iii) Manner: During the hours mentioned in subparagraph (i) of this paragraph, every half
hour of playing period shall immediately be followed by a 15-minute break or every one
hour of playing period shall immediately be followed by a half hour break; provided, that
at no time shall there be any continuous playing exceeding an hour.

(D) Duration of Permit. The duration of a permit issued pursuant to subdivision (9) shall not exceed one
month.

The foregoing provisions shall not apply to the playing of musical instruments in conjunction with expressive
activities.

(10) Hang gliding;
(11) Commercial activities, provided that the proposed commercial activities under the permit shall be consistent

with the use of the park under consideration, subject to reasonable limitations on the size of the groups, and the
time and area within which the event is permitted, and subject to department of parks and recreation rules and
regulations regarding the solicitation of business, advertising, and commercial promotional activities. No
permit shall be issued for commercial activities, including permits for recreational stops by commercial tour
companies, at Kailua Beach Park and Kalama Beach Park, except as otherwise provided in this chapter for
commercial filming activities;

(12) Constructing, utilizing, placing, occupying, or in any other manner situating any tent.
(b) Director to Promulgate Rules and Regulations. The director shall promulgate rules and regulations pursuant to HRS

Chapter 91, to govern the use of said areas and facilities which will:
(1) Ensure maximum permissible use of said areas and facilities by appropriate distribution of users;
(2) Ensure proper, orderly and equitable use of areas and facilities through scheduling and user controls;
(3) Ensure protection and preservation of areas and facilities by not overtaxing facilities;
(4) Promote the health, safety and welfare of the users of said areas and facilities;
(5) Establish procedures for obtaining permits and revocation therefor; or
(6) Recommend to council fee schedules, based upon the cost of administration for each activity authorized under

paragraph (10) of this subsection.
(c) Conditions of Permit. Permits shall be issued pursuant to the provisions contained in this article and to the rules and

regulations promulgated by the director, and they shall be subject to the conditions in this article and to any rules and
regulations promulgated by the director. Any violation of the provisions contained in this article, or of any rules and
regulations promulgated by the director which implement said provisions, or of any conditions contained in this article, or
of any rules and regulations promulgated by the director which implement said conditions, or of the terms or conditions
contained in the permit which violation is caused by the permittee, members of the permittee's group, officers, employees
or the permittee's agents shall constitute ground for revocation of the permit by the director of parks and recreation. Any
permittee whose permit has been revoked by the director may appeal to the city council pursuant to the rules and
regulations authorized, and said appeal must be filed by the permittee within 30 days of the mailing of a notice of said
revocation to the last known address of the permittee.

(Sec. 13-14.3, R.O. 1978 (1983 Ed.); Am. Ord. 96-58, 10-4, 12-2, 12-26, 12-28)

Sec. 10-1.4 Rules and regulations pertaining to street trees, hedges and shrubs.
The director shall promulgate rules and regulations pursuant to HRS Chapter 91, relative to the planting, trimming and

maintenance of all shade trees, hedges and shrubs within the public right of way on public streets of the city, and relative to the
issuance of permits for the replacement, removal, planting, spraying, trimming or pruning of street trees by private citizens. (Sec. 13-
14.4, R.O. 1978 (1983 Ed.))

Sec. 10-1.5 Public beaches.
(a) No person shall operate, park, or store or otherwise exert control over any unauthorized motor vehicle on any public beach

with the exception of areas specifically designed to accommodate motor vehicles such as paved roads for boat launchings.
(b) For purposes of this section, the following definitions shall apply:

"Motor vehicle" means and includes automobiles, trucks, dune buggies, motorcycles, mopeds, motor scooters or any other
vehicles which are mechanically propelled.
"Public beach" means and includes all beach areas owned or controlled by city, State of Hawaii or United States of
America seaward of the highest wash of the waves as evidenced by the line of vegetation.
"Unauthorized motor vehicle" means and includes all motor vehicles except vehicles of the United States Government, the
State of Hawaii, the City and County of Honolulu, or contractors thereof, engaged in the care or maintenance of the beach
area; any vehicles operated by water safety officers and other emergency and law enforcement vehicles, while carrying out
their duties; and any vehicle with a valid permit issued by the department of parks and recreation for the purposes specified
upon said permit.

(Sec. 13-14.5, R.O. 1978 (1983 Ed.))

Sec. 10-1.6 Violation--Penalty.
(a) Powers of Arrest or Citation. Police officers and any other officer so authorized shall issue a citation for any violation of

the provisions of this article or of any rule adopted by the director to administer, implement or enforce the provisions of
this article, except they may arrest for instances when:
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(1) The alleged violator refuses to provide the officer with such person's name and address and any proof thereof as
may be reasonably available to the alleged violator.

(2) When the alleged violator refuses to cease such person's illegal activity after being issued a citation.
(3) The alleged violator has previously been issued a citation for the same offense within a one-year period.

(b) Citation.
(1) There shall be provided for use by authorized police officers, a form of citation for use in citing violators of this

article for instances which do not mandate the physical arrest of such violators. The form and content of such
citation shall be as adopted or prescribed by the administrative judge of the district court and shall be printed on
a form commensurate with the form of other citations used in modern methods of arrest, so designed to include
all necessary information to make the same valid within the laws and rules of the State of Hawaii and the City
and County of Honolulu.

(2) In every case when a citation is issued, a copy of the same shall be given to the violator, or in the case of a
parking, standing or stopping violation, a copy of the same shall be affixed to said vehicle; as provided in
paragraph (5) of this subsection.

(3) Every citation shall be consecutively numbered and each carbon copy shall bear the number of its respective
original.

(4) Whenever a motor vehicle is in violation of any provision, other than a parking, standing or stopping provision,
of this article, any police officer and any other officer so authorized shall take the name, address and driver's
license number of the alleged violator and the license plate number or vehicle identification number of the
motor vehicle involved, and shall issue to such alleged violator in writing a citation, notifying the alleged
violator to answer to the complaint to be entered against such person at a place and at a time provided in said
citation.

(5) Whenever any motor vehicle is parked, standing or stopped in violation of this article, the police officer and any
other officer so authorized finding such vehicle shall conspicuously affix to such vehicle a citation. The citation
shall be addressed to the registered owner of the vehicle, but need not identify the registered owner by name.
The registered owner may be unnamed, so long as the citation identifies the vehicle by its license plate number
or vehicle identification number. The citation shall instruct the registered owner to answer to the charge against
such registered owner at a time and place specified in the citation.
The registered owner of a vehicle shall be responsible and accountable for the illegal parking, standing or
stopping of the vehicle when:
(A) The registered owner committed the illegal parking, standing or stopping of the vehicle; or
(B) Another person committed the illegal parking, standing or stopping of the vehicle, but the registered

owner gave the person explicit or implicit permission to use the vehicle at the time of the violation.
In any proceeding for violation of a parking, standing or stopping provision of this article, the license plate
number or vehicle identification number of the parked, standing or stopped vehicle shall constitute prima facie
evidence that the registered owner of the vehicle was responsible and accountable for the illegal parking,
standing or stopping of the vehicle.

(6) If a person cited for violating any provision under this article does not appear in response to a citation, a penal
summons shall be issued ordering such person's appearance in court.

(c) Severability. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase or portion of this article is for any reason held invalid or
unconstitutional by any court of competent jurisdiction, such portion shall be deemed a separate, distinct and independent
provision and such holding shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions hereof.

(d) Penalty.
(1) Except as otherwise provided in paragraph (2), any person convicted of a violation of any section or provision

of this article shall be punished by a fine of not more than $500.00 or by imprisonment for not more than 30
days, or by both such fine and imprisonment.

(2) Any person who violates or causes a vehicle to violate the provisions of the following sections shall be fined not
less than $25.00, but not more than $500.00:
(A) Section 10 1.2 (a)(11);
(B) Section 10 1.2 (b)(5);
(C) Section 10 1.2 (g); or
(D) Section 10 1.5.

(Sec. 13-14.6, R.O. 1978 (1987 Supp. to 1983 Ed.); Am. Ord. 90 77, 01-43)

Sec. 10-1.7 Animals in public parks.
(a) Persons may bring animals into public parks as provided in this section in accordance with rules adopted by the director

pursuant to HRS Chapter 91. Such rules may provide for the following:
(1) Pony rides may be allowed by permit in conjunction with a carnival or fair.
(2) Shows, classes and other events for cats, dogs, and other common domestic household pets may be allowed by

permit.
(3) Persons having custody and control of dogs on a leash may use public parks or areas therein designated for dogs

on a leash by the director in accordance with subsection (b).
(4) Persons having custody and control of unleashed dogs may use an off-leash park designated by the director in

accordance with subsection (b).
For purposes of this subsection, "common domestic household pets" includes animals such as domesticated mice, rats,
rabbits, guinea pigs, fish and birds, but excludes animals which are considered "livestock" as that term is defined in Section
21-10.1.

(b) The director is authorized to designate areas in public parks for use by persons having custody and control of dogs on a
leash and to designate public parks for use as off-leash parks for dogs. In designating parks as off-leash parks and in
designating parks or areas therein for leashed dogs, the director shall consider the park's size, location, and frequency of

Sec. 10-1.7 Animals in public parks.

p g y g
In designating parks as off-leash parks and ing p p p g g g p p

designating parks or areas therein for leashed dogs, the director shall consider the park's size, location, and frequency of

use by members of the public, as well as the primary actual or designed use of each park or area included in the
designation. The director shall post signs that notify the public of such designation that describe or map the park or park
areas so designated. Signs for areas for leashed and off-leash dogs shall further display the applicable requirements in
subsection (c). Parks for off-leash dogs shall be appropriately fenced to contain the dogs.

(c) The director shall adopt rules pursuant to HRS Chapter 91 to hold persons bringing permitted animals into public parks
responsible for the sanitary use of the park, the protection of shrubbery, trees, turf and other property, and the safety, health
and welfare of all park users. The rules shall address the specific responsibilities associated with bringing a type of animal
into a public park.
(1) Rules for persons bringing leashed dogs into designated parks or park areas shall include:

(A) Requiring the person having custody and control of the dog to restrain the dog at all times on a leash,
cord, chain or other similar means of physical restraint of not more than eight feet in length;

(B) Requiring all dogs in the park or park areas designated for leashed dogs to display a valid license tag
attached to the dog's collar;

(C) Requiring the person having custody and control of the dog to be eighteen years of age or older;
(D) Requiring the person having custody and control of the dog to carry equipment for the removal and

disposal of dog feces and to clean up and dispose of feces left by the dog; and
(E) Allowing, notwithstanding Section 10-1.2(a)(9), persons otherwise in compliance with this article

and having custody and control of a dog otherwise in compliance with this subdivision to traverse a
public beach park using the most direct route for the purpose of reaching the shoreline during either
hours when the park is open or hours when it is closed.

(2) Rules for persons bringing dogs off-leash into designated off-leash parks shall include:
(A) Requiring the person having custody and control of the dog to maintain voice control over the dog at

all times;
(B) Prohibiting female dogs in estrus from entering the off-leash park;
(C) Requiring all dogs to display a valid license tag attached to the dog's collar;
(D) Notifying any person entering an off-leash park that the person enters and remains in the park at his

or her own risk and the city is not liable for any injury or harm to any person or dog incurred or
caused by any other person or dog entering or remaining in the off-leash park;

(E) Requiring the person having custody and control of the dog to be eighteen years of age or older; and
(F) Requiring the person having custody and control of the dog to carry equipment for the removal and

disposal of dog feces and to clean up and dispose of feces left by the dog.
(Added by Ord. 01-43; Am. Ord. 03-29)

Article 2. Fees and Charges for Use of Parks and Recreational Facilities

Sections:
10-2.1 Admission fees for the Honolulu Zoo.
(10-2.2 Students--School staff--Chaperones. Repealed by Ord. 05-022.)
10-2.2 Reserved.
(10-2.3 Community service groups. Repealed by Ord. 05-022.)
10-2.3 Reserved.
(10-2.4 Other free admission schedules. Repealed by Ord. 95-35.)
10-2.4 Reserved.
10-2.5 Canoe storage facilities--Policy and special conditions.
10-2.6 Outrigger canoes--Fees and charges for storage.
10-2.7 Fees for attendant/custodian services.
10-2.8 Fees for kitchen usage.
10-2.9 Fees for processing, rental and attendant/custodian services.
10-2.10 Fees for community garden.
(10-2.11 Fees and charges for Hanauma Bay Nature Park. Repealed by Ord. 96-01.)
10-2.11 Fees for Hanauma Bay Nature Preserve.
10-2.12 Fees for use of facilities at Waipio Peninsula Soccer Park, Central Oahu Regional Park facilities, Hans

L’Orange baseball facility, and other facilities for special events.
10-2.13 Fees for Camping.

Sec. 10-2.1 Admission fees for the Honolulu Zoo.
The following daily admission fees shall be assessed for the Honolulu Zoo:

(1) Child two years of age and under: free. Child must be accompanied by a person 18 years old or older.
(2) Resident of Hawaii, three to 12 years of age: four dollars per person.
(3) Nonresident of Hawaii, three to 12 years of age: six dollars per person.
(4) Resident of Hawaii and United States Military, 13 years of age and older: eight dollars per person.
(5) Nonresident of Hawaii, 13 year of age and older: fourteen dollars per person.
(6) Member of the Honolulu Zoological Society: free.
(7) The director of enterprise services is authorized to set reduced rates for persons participating in structured

educational tours, group purchases, and promotional packages and persons with promotional coupons. The
director is also authorized to allow entry of any person into the Honolulu Zoo as part of a promotional offer or
package made available by the city.

(Sec. 27-3.1, R.O. 1978 (1987 Supp. to 1983 Ed.); Am. Ord. 89-82, 90-33, 95-35, 05-022, 06-36, 09-19, 11-16)

(E)
p g p p y g;

Allowing, notwithstanding Section 10-1.2(a)(9), persons otherwise in compliance with this articleg, g ( )( ), p p
and having custody and control of a dog otherwise in compliance with this subdivision to traverse ag y g p
public beach park using the most direct route for the purpose of reaching the shoreline during eitherp p g p
hours when the park is open or hours when it is closed.

use by members of the public, as well as the primary actual or designed use of each park or area included in they
designation.
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The director shall adopt rules pursuant to HRS Chapter 91 to hold persons bringing permitted animals into public parksp p p p g g p p p
responsible for the sanitary use of the park, the protection of shrubbery, trees, turf and other property, and the safety, healthp y p , p y, , p p y, y,
and welfare of all park users. The rules shall address the specific responsibilities associated with bringing a type of animalp
into a public park.

Appendix A - Comments and Responses - Individual Stakeholders and Park Users 
77



  Hawaiʻi Environmental Impact Statement Laws 
 Unofficial Compilation – November 2016 
 HAR Chapter 11-200 
  

55 

(4) The responses of the applicant or proposing agency to each 
substantive question, comment, or recommendation received in 
the review and consultation processes. 

(5) The text of the final EIS which shall be written in a format which 
allows the reader to easily distinguish changes made to the text of 
the draft EIS. 

[Eff 12/6/85; am and comp AUG 31 1996] (Auth: HRS §343-5, 343-6) (Imp: HRS 
§343-2, 343-5, 343-6) 

 

§11-200-19 Environmental Impact Statement Style 
In developing the EIS, preparers shall make every effort to convey the required 
information succinctly in a form easily understood, both by members of the 
public and by public decision-makers, giving attention to the substance of the 
information conveyed rather than to the particular form, or length, or detail of 
the statement. The scope of the statement may vary with the scope of the 
proposed action and its impact. Data and analyses in a statement shall be 
commensurate with the importance of the impact, and less important material 
may be summarized, consolidated, or simply referenced. Statements shall 
indicate at appropriate points in the text any underlying studies, reports, and 
other information obtained and considered in preparing the statement, including 
cost benefit analyses and reports required under other legal authorities. Care 
shall be taken to concentrate on important issues and to ensure that the 
statement remains an essentially self-contained document, capable of being 
understood by the reader without the need for undue cross-reference.  

[Eff 12/6/85; am and comp AUG 31 1996] (Auth: HRS §343-5, 343-6) (Imp: HRS 
§343-6) 

 

§11-200-20 Filing of an Environmental Impact Statement 
(a) The proposing agency or applicant shall file the original (signed) draft EIS 

with the accepting authority, along with a minimum number of copies 
determined by the accepting authority. Simultaneously, a minimum 
number of four copies of the draft EIS shall be filed with the office. 

(b) The proposing agency or applicant shall file the original (signed) final EIS 
with the accepting authority, along with a minimum number of copies 
determined by the accepting authority. Simultaneously, four copies of the 
final EIS shall be filed with the office. 

(c) An EIS may be filed at any time at the office by the proposing agency or 
applicant in accordance with section 11-200-3. 

(d) The proposing agency or applicant shall sign and date the original copy of 
the draft or final EIS and shall indicate that the statement and all ancillary 
documents were prepared under the signatory's direction or supervision 

Environmental Impact Statement Style
In developing the EIS, preparers shall make every effort to convey the required
information succinctly in a form easily understood, both by members of the 
public and by public decision-makers, giving attention to the substance of the
information conveyed rather than to the particular form, or length, or detail of 
the statement. The scope of the statement may vary with the scope of the 
proposed action and its impact. Data and analyses in a statement shall be 
commensurate with the importance of the impact, and less important material 
may be summarized, consolidated, or simply referenced. Statements shall 
indicate at appropriate points in the text any underlying studies, reports, and 
other information obtained and considered in preparing the statement, including 
cost benefit analyses and reports required under other legal authorities. Care 
shall be taken to concentrate on important issues and to ensure that the 
statement remains an essentially self-ff contained document, capable of being
understood by the reader without the need for undue cross-reference.

[Eff 12/6/85; am and comp AUG 31 1996] (Auth: HRS §343-5, 343-6) (Imp: HRS 
§343-6)
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CITY COUNCIL
CITY AND CO UN TY OF  HONOLULU
H O N O L U L U ,  H A W A I I   9 6 8 1 3 - 3 0 7 7

COMMITTEE ON PARKS, 
COMMUNITY & CUSTOMER 
SERVICES

Voting Members:
Ann H. Kobayashi, Chair
Ikaika Anderson, Vice Chair
Ron Menor
Trevor Ozawa
Kymberly Marcos Pine

MINUTES
REGULAR MEETING 

TUESDAY, AUGUST 28, 2018

COUNCIL COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM 
2ND FLOOR, HONOLULU HALE 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813 

Note: A copy of the video of the full proceedings of this meeting may be requested 
by calling the City Clerk’s Office at 768-5822. 

CALL TO ORDER 

The regular meeting of the Committee on Parks, Community and Customer Services was 
called to order by Committee Chair Ann H. Kobayashi at 9:05 a.m.  Voting Members 
Anderson, Ozawa and Pine were present at the meeting. Nonvoting members, Council 
Chair Martin (temporary voting member for quorum), and Councilmembers Elefante and 
Fukunaga also attended the meeting.  Voting Member Menor was excused from the 
meeting. 

STAFF PRESENT 

Steve Uyeno, Senior Advisor to Committee Chair Kobayashi 
Anna Liza Gavieres, Attorney, Office of Council Services 
Todd Swisher, Analyst, Office of Council Services 
Dawn Spurlin, Deputy, Department of the Corporation Counsel, assigned to the Committee 
Vicki Chung, Council Committee Aide, Office of the City Clerk 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

The minutes of the Committee on Parks, Community and Customer Services meeting held 
on July 24, 2018 were approved as circulated. 

AYES: MARTIN (temporary voting member), OZAWA, KOBAYASHI - 3.
NOES: None. 
EXCUSED: ANDERSON, MENOR, PINE – 3.

FOR ACTION 

At this juncture, the Committee Chair took the agenda out of order to consider Item No. 8, 
Bill 54 (2018), CD1. 

8. BILL 54 (2018), CD1 

AGE-FRIENDLY HONOLULU.  Establishing an age-friendly City program within the 
City and County of Honolulu. 

The following amendment was circulated at the meeting: 

PROPOSED CD2 TO BILL 54 (2018), CD1 (Submitted by Councilmember Kobayashi) –
The CD1 (OCS2018-0827/8/27/2018 4:25 PM) makes the following amendments: 

A. Adds to the administrative implementation portion of the bill that 
consideration of criteria outlined in "Global Age-friendly Cities: A Guide," 
published by the World Health Organization in 2007, shall be included in the 
compilation of national best practice guidelines. 

B. Adds a mandate that within six months of the enactment of this ordinance, 
the directors all city departments shall, in addition to establishing and 
beginning to apply age-friendly checklists, administrative procedures, and 
metrics to the activities of their departments as outlined in Sec. 2-__.3(b) of 
the bill, will also "develop and make publicly available an implementation plan 
with a schedule and public outreach plan in consultation with the managing 
director or representative and the Honolulu Age-Friendly City's Steering 
Committee." 
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Administration/Others 

Becky Soon, Deputy Director, Department of Community Services (DCS) 

Deputy Director Soon requested that action on the Bill be deferred to allow the DCS 
to work on the language with the American Association of Retired Persons (AARP). 

In response to Committee Chair Kobayashi, Deputy Director Soon said the World 
Health Organization has a sunset on some of the earlier provisions; however, the 
DCS is more concerned with working out the language with the AARP. 

The following individual testified: 

 Sharlene Chun Lum (M-411) (support) 

Committee Member Ozawa spoke in support of the recommendation to postpone 
action on the Bill. 

Action on Bill 54 (2018), CD1 postponed until the September 18 Committee 
meeting. 

AYES: ANDERSON, OZAWA, KOBAYASHI – 3.
NOES: None. 
EXCUSED: MENOR, PINE – 2.

Related communications: 

M-408 Early testimony for Bill 54 (2018), CD1. 
M-411 Additional testimony for Bill 54 (2018), CD1. 

The Committee Chair returned to the agenda order. 

1. RESOLUTION 18-142 – COMMITTEE REPORT 268 

REAPPOINTMENT OF TONI P. ROBINSON TO THE BOARD OF PARKS AND 
RECREATION.  Confirming the reappointment of Ms. Toni P. Robinson to the Board 
of Parks and Recreation for a first full term expiring on December 31, 2022. 

Appendix A - Comments and Responses - Individual Stakeholders and Park Users 
88



Committee on Parks, Community and Customer Services Minutes 
Tuesday, August 28, 2018

4 

Administration/Others 

Toni P. Robinson, Appointee 

There was no public testimony. 

Ms. Robinson expressed her interest in continuing to serve on the Board of Parks 
and Recreation. 

In response to Committee members, Ms. Robinson stated that: 

 The Board tries to meet once a month. 

 Common issues of discussion include the condition of parks, the use of 
parks, and the effect of the homeless population on parks. 

 The Board seeks public input on the various problems facing the Department 
of Parks and Recreation. 

 To overcome staffing shortages, the Board has discussed the possibility of 
having a non-profit group provide services at park facilities. 

Committee Member Anderson spoke in support of the Resolution and expressed 
appreciation that Ms. Robinson is willing to continue serving on the Board. 

Resolution 18-142 reported out for adoption. 

AYES: ANDERSON, OZAWA, KOBAYASHI – 3.
NOES: None. 
EXCUSED: MENOR, PINE – 2.

Committee Chair Kobayashi announced that she would take up Items 2 and 3 together 
since they relate to gifts to the City. 

2. RESOLUTION 18-161 – COMMITTEE REPORT 270 

GIFT FROM FRIENDS OF HONOLULU PARKS AND RECREATION.  Accepting 
the gift of cash in the amount of $5,000.00 from the Friends of Honolulu Parks and 
Recreation. 
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3. RESOLUTION 18-167 – COMMITTEE REPORT 271 

GIFT FROM HAWAII MEDICAL SERVICE ASSOCIATION.  Accepting the gift of 
cash in the amount of $2,500.00 from the Hawaii Medical Service Association. 

Administration/Others 

Michele Nekota, Director, Department of Parks and Recreation 

There was no public testimony. 

Director Nekota spoke in support of both Resolutions and thanked the Friends of 
Honolulu Parks and Recreation and the Hawaii Medical Service Association for their 
gifts. 

Resolution 18-161 reported out for adoption. 

AYES: ANDERSON, OZAWA, KOBAYASHI – 3.
NOES: None. 
EXCUSED: MENOR, PINE – 2.

Resolution 18-167 reported out for adoption. 

AYES: ANDERSON, OZAWA, KOBAYASHI – 3.
NOES: None. 
EXCUSED: MENOR, PINE – 2.

4. RESOLUTION 18-181 – COMMITTEE REPORT 274 

RENAMING KAIAKA BEACH PARK. Renaming Kaiaka Bay Beach Park the Bill 
and Peggy Paty Kaiaka Bay Beach Park. 

Administration/Others 

Michele Nekota, Director, Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) 

There was no public testimony. 
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Director Nekota spoke in support of the Resolution. 

In response to Committee members, Director Nekota stated that: 

 The DPR is working with the Department of Planning and Permitting on the 
rules which should be ready in three to four months. 

 She will report back to the Council on the following: 

o Whether or not the Administration supports naming parks after 
individuals who are still living. 

o Whether or not Ordinance 10-29 would permit naming a park for a 
person who has made significant service contributions to the 
community without changing the DPR rules. 

o Whether or not the DPR rules must be changed in order to name 
parks after individuals who are still living. 

Council Chair Martin thanked Committee Chair Kobayashi for putting the measure 
on the agenda.  He expressed regret that the City was not able to name Kaiaka Bay 
Beach Park after Bill and Peggy Paty while they were still alive to honor their 
contributions to the community. 

Resolution 18-181 reported out for adoption. 

AYES: ANDERSON, OZAWA, KOBAYASHI – 3.
NOES: None. 
EXCUSED: MENOR, PINE – 2.

Committee Chair Kobayashi announced that she would take up Items 5 and 6 together 
since they relate to driver licensing and other related services at the Satellite City Halls. 

5. RESOLUTION 18-150 – COMMITTEE REPORT 269 

VACANCIES RELATING TO DRIVER LICENSING AND STATE ID ISSUANCE.
Urging the Department of Customer Services to fill existing vacancies, provide 
additional driver licensing appointments, and offer State identification services at 
additional locations. 
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6. RESOLUTION 18-174 – COMMITTEE REPORT 272 

RENEWAL OF DRIVER’S LICENSES.  Urging the City Administration to address 
the long lines and other frustrations experienced by residents attempting to renew 
their driver’s licenses at Satellite City Halls.

Administration/Others 

Sheri Kajiwara, Director, Department of Customer Services (CSD) 

There was no public testimony. 

Committee Member Ozawa and Councilmember Elefante noted the complaints and 
concerns they received which led to the introduction of the Resolutions. 

Director Kajiwara provided a PowerPoint presentation on driver licensing and other 
related services provided by the CSD as detailed in Departmental Communication 
No. 562. 

In response to Committee members, Director Kajiwara stated that: 

 The CSD received its full funding request for overtime, but the overtime hours 
worked have exceeded the funding request. 

 Individuals waiting in line at satellite city halls are informed that they can also 
renew their license at City Driver Licensing Centers. 

 The CSD can only post signs within its facilities located on leased properties. 

 The Department is in negotiations for sites for six motor vehicle registration 
kiosks which will be available in September, 24 hours/7 days a week. 

Ala Moana will not be renewing the City’s lease at its current site.  Relocating 
the Ala Moana Satellite City Hall to the Neal Blaisdell Center was explored,
but was not feasible.  The CSD has been working with the Departments of 
Design and Construction and Planning and Permitting to relocate to the 
former American Savings Bank site at Ala Moana Center later in the year. 

 Locating services in a City facility is one of her primary goals.  Also, with rail 
development, an option may be to provide City services at the transit hubs.  
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Currently there are no City spaces available; however, she is exploring the 
use of State facilities. 

 Requiring a smart phone number when setting an appointment allowed the 
City to provide text confirmation, reminders, and notices.  Home phone 
numbers are now an alternative.  The last four digits of the number will be the 
call number at the center. 

 She is exploring the option of requiring a $6 deposit when appointments are 
made.  The deposit would be applied to the transaction fee, but would be lost 
to those who do not show up for their appointment. 

 Site managers determine whether or not to have a greeter to assist the 
public.  Most managers have someone to assist the public when the doors 
are opened.  Smaller sites utilize limited staff to provide counter service. 

 She will explore posting a step by step guide for public viewing. 

 A pilot volunteer program has been successful and she would like to 
implement the program at other sites. 

 After obtaining clarification from the State, beginning in September, State 
I.D.s will be issued at satellites which offer driver licenses. 

 She will report back to the Council on whether increasing service at the 
Waianae Satellite City Hall to 5 days has had an effect on the long lines at 
the Kapolei Satellite City Hall. 

Resolution 18-150 reported out for adoption. 

AYES: ANDERSON, OZAWA, PINE, KOBAYASHI – 4.
NOES: None. 
EXCUSED: MENOR – 1. 

Resolution 18-174 reported out for adoption. 

AYES: ANDERSON, OZAWA, PINE, KOBAYASHI – 4.
NOES: None. 
EXCUSED: MENOR – 1. 
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Related communications: 

D-562 Department of Customer Services PowerPoint presentation on 
Resolution 18-150 and Resolution 18-174. 

M-409 Additional testimony for Resolution 18-174. 

7. RESOLUTION 18-180 – COMMITTEE REPORT 273 

ON-AND OFF-LEASH DOG PARKS.  Requesting the Department of Parks and 
Recreation to provide the Council with an update on current City ordinances, rules, 
and policies regarding on- and off-leash dog parks, including recommendations for 
areas in which applicable City policies should be updated. 

The following amendment was posted on the agenda: 

PROPOSED CD1 TO RESOLUTION 18-180 (Submitted by Councilmember Fukunaga) 
– The CD1 (OCS2018-0816/8/22/2018 2:14 PM) makes the following amendments: 

A. Amends the 12th WHEREAS clause by deleting the phrase "which would 
otherwise not have received public participation or feedback." 

B. Amends the 13th WHEREAS clause by deleting the phrase "has been 
inadequately maintained." 

C. Amends the 15th WHEREAS clause by deleting the phrase "in another threat 
to existing on-leash dog parks in the City." 

D. Makes miscellaneous technical and nonsubstantive amendments. 

The following amendment was circulated at the meeting: 

PROPOSED CD1 TO RESOLUTION 18-180 (Submitted by Councilmember Fukunaga) 
– The CD1 (OCS2018-0830/8/27/2018 4:47 PM) makes the following amendments: 

A. Amends the 12th WHEREAS clause by deleting the phrase "which would
otherwise not have received public participation or feedback."

B. Amends the 13th WHEREAS clause by deleting the phrase "has been
inadequately maintained."
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C. Amends the 15th WHEREAS clause by deleting the phrase "in another threat 
to existing on-leash dog parks in the City."

D. Amends the first BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED clause by adding a timeline 
on plans for the establishment of new dog parks in the urban core to the list 
of items requested of the Department of Parks and Recreation.

E. Adds a second BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED clause requesting that the
Department of Parks and Recreation report back to the Council within 
45 days of the adoption of the resolution.

F. Makes miscellaneous technical and nonsubstantive amendments. 

Administration/Others 

Michele Nekota, Director, Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) 

Councilmember Fukunaga explained that the handcarried amendment clarifies 
some of the inaccurate references in the posted amendment. 

Director Nekota spoke in support of the intent of the Resolution. There are 43 on-
leash and 4 off-leash dog parks throughout the island.  The DPR is working with the 
Hawaii Humane Society on private-public partnerships for dog parks at Aala Park 
and Kalo Mini Park.  The Department will submit a report to the Council in 45 days. 

In response to Committee members, Director Nekota stated that: 

 Districts 1 and 2 each have 13 on-leash dog parks, for a total of 26 on-leash 
dog parks within Honolulu. 

 A dog group has raised enough money to collaborate with the City to build a 
dog park at Aala Park.  The project is in the final planning and design phase 
and should be constructed soon. 

 Requests to allow dogs at specific parks should be made via a letter to the 
Director of the Department of Parks and Recreation.  The Department will 
consider the request and transmit their response. 

The DPR follows the National Recreation and Park Association 
recommendation that dog parks be located at passive parks because active
The DPR follows the National Recreation and Park Association 
recommendation that dog parks be located at passive parks because active
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parks have soccer, baseball, and football fields, and the activities are not 
compatible. 

Committee Member Ozawa’s opposition to a dog park at Ala Moana Beach 
Park was acknowledged. 

The following individual testified: 

 Bruce Lum (M-410) (support with reservations) 

In response to Councilmember Fukunaga, Mr. Lum stated that: 

o He has been calling 911 and the Hawaiian Humane Society for many 
years about the abuse of the regulations at Ala Moana Beach Park. 

o He has taken numerous photographs of dogs that are not leashed.
Many of those dog owners are actually breaking two or three 
regulations, such as smoking, playing Frisbee with the dog, and 
entering the water. 

Resolution 18-180 amended to CD1. 

AYES: ANDERSON, OZAWA, KOBAYASHI – 3.
NOES: None. 
EXCUSED: MENOR, PINE – 2.

Committee Member Ozawa stated that he loves dogs and the Council should work 
with the Parks Department to increase the number of dog parks in the urban core.  
He noted that he supports the Resolution. 

Resolution 18-180, CD1 (OCS2018-0830/8/27/2018 4:47 PM) reported out for 
adoption. 

AYES: ANDERSON, OZAWA, PINE, KOBAYASHI – 4.
NOES: None. 
EXCUSED: MENOR – 1. 

Related communication: 

M-410 Additional testimony for Resolution 18-180. 

parks have soccer, baseball, and football fields, and the activities are not 
compatible. 
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Agenda Item No. 8, Bill 54 (2018), CD1, was take up earlier in the meeting.  (See 
Page 2) 

9. REVIEW AND EVALUATION OF THE BOARD OF PARKS AND RECREATION 
PURSUANT TO ORDINANCE 17-44.  The Committee will review and evaluate the 
Board of Parks and Recreation and make recommendations to the Council on 
whether the Charter provisions establishing the Board of Parks and Recreation 
should be retained, amended, or repealed. 

Administration/Others 

Michele Nekota, Director, Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) 
Randall Harakal, Chair, Board of Parks and Recreation 

There was no public testimony. 

In response to Committee Chair Kobayashi, Director Nekota stated that: 

 The Board is very knowledgeable with regard to the functions of the 
Department and the programs it provides. 

 The Board currently meets on a monthly basis and provides the 
Administration with good advice and recommendations. 

Board Chair Harakal provided the following information: 

 He implemented a program to have the Board meet at various parks to view 
the facilities and activities going on, to meet with staff, and to meet and talk 
with the community. 

 He has personally visited 150 parks on the weekends, walking around, and 
talking to park users to get their feedback.  One of the biggest issues is the 
state of the bathrooms. 

 He is working with the Chief of Police and the Federal Drug and Gang Task 
Force to address gang vandalism at City facilities. 

 He established sports councils in every district and sports teams are invited 
to come in and discuss their activities and recommendations. 

Committee on Parks, Community and Customer Services Minutes 
Tuesday, August 28, 2018
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 He believes in transparency and invites neighborhood boards and the 
Honolulu Police Department to attend meetings on a regular basis. 

Action on the matter postponed until the Committee’s September 18 meeting. 

AYES: ANDERSON, PINE, KOBAYASHI – 3.
NOES: None. 
EXCUSED: MENOR, OZAWA – 2.

Related communication: 

MM-92 Report submitted by the Board of Parks and Recreation pursuant to 
Ordinance 17-44, attached as part of Mayor's Message 92 (2018). 

10. REVIEW AND EVALUATION OF THE NEIGHBORHOOD COMMISSION 
PURSUANT TO ORDINANCE 17-44.  The Committee will review and evaluate the 
Neighborhood Commission and make recommendations to the Council on whether 
the Charter provisions establishing the Neighborhood Commission should be 
retained, amended, or repealed. 

There was no testimony from the Administration. 

The following individual testified: 

 Arvid Youngquist (comment) 

Action on the matter postponed until the Committee’s September 18 meeting. 

AYES: ANDERSON, PINE, KOBAYASHI – 3.
NOES: None. 
EXCUSED: MENOR, OZAWA – 2.

Related communication: 

MM-92 Report submitted by the Neighborhood Commission pursuant to 
Ordinance 17-44, attached as part of Mayor's Message 92 (2018). 
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ADJOURNMENT 

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 10:45 a.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

GLEN I. TAKAHASHI 
City Clerk 

vc

DATE APPROVED 

September 18, 2018  
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Comments to Proposed Actions 

2019_02_08 AMRP & MI SECOND DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
STATEMENT (SDEIS) 

Verision date: 3/25/19 11:58 PM 

From: Bruce Lum 
99-546 Iwaiwa St. 
Aiea, Hawaii 96701 

To: Mayor Kirk Caldwell 
530 S. King Street, Room 300 
alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

 

Action 2.3.14 Sand Replenishment and Long-Term Beach Nourishment 

Comments opposing Action 2.3.14 for the reasons that follow. 

Comment: 
Any criticism of the SDEIS presentation about Sand Replenishment and Long-Term 
Beach Nourishment can be divided into two parts: 
(1) About what we know [or is highly probable] from measurements, past history at this 
beach or elsewhere in Hawaii and the world, and (2) what we won't learn until it happens 
[e.g., percentage of fines in a clamshell load that isn't close to where a vibracore 
sampled]. 

For (1), I see no obvious flaws. I would, however, change one part, SDEIS Vol. 1, lines 
24 & 25 of page 4-48. I would suggest that the median grain size of the donor sand 
should not be finer than that of the existing beach sand, but might be 20% coarser. 

It is the 
fine sand that erodes first on the AMRP shoreline identified to receive the donor sand. 

What the SDEIS currently states is, "The grain size distribution will fall within 20% of 
the existing beach grain size distribution", however this parameter needs to be clarified, 
to assure that the greatest number of stakeholders can be clear about what the statement 
means. I recommend that the statement needs to be broken down into easier to understand 
concepts so links from high success to low success of sand nourishment design can be 
made. 

Comments to Proposed Actions 

2019_02_08 AMRP & MI SECOND DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
STATEMENT (SDEIS) 

Verision date: 3/25/19 11:58 PM 

     

I am suggesting that my recommendation is more like a statement that an authoritative 
sand replenishment and beach nourishment engineer-geologist on this topic would write 
vs. what the SDEIS content editor has summarized or synthesized  from what was a more 
technical documentation provided by the learned, contracted expertise. Feeling the need 
to dumbing down technical-scientific concepts always runs the risk of straying very far 
from the investment made to establish accuracy and truth.  

---What we don't know until tried (2), is the problem. Some offshore dredging in Hawaii 
and elsewhere has been successful and some not so much so. In one sand report of 40+ 
years ago, it was commented that for the long run, it would be useful to have the funds 
and time to run some pilot programs. Dredge from three or four prospects, check in the 
barge for chunks of reef, run several gain-size analyses, see how milky the water is that 
drains from the load (and where it drifts), etc. Then make the best choice among the 
prospects, being sure to place sand quality ahead of costs (i.e., consider long-term costs, 
not short-term ones). 

There is a good line in Paul Komar''s 1976 book, Beach Processes and Sedimentation (pg. 
351) "... the processes responsible for the selective sorting of grain sizes across the 
[beach] profile remain the most poorly documented and understood facets of nearshore 
processes." And with the 300 ft-wide stretch of dredged bottom of Ala Moana Beach 
(deeper than, and between, reef and foreshore) for swimmers and paddle-boarders, this 
profile is not like others. The waves lapping onto the beach face are tiny. But they still 
behave as wave swash does on all beaches. 
 
A truism: In the design of sand replenishment and beach nourishment, coarser sand is 
more desirable than finer sand because finer sand is preferentially lost from the beach 
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face, and therefore relates to how long a beach will last without need to replenish lost 
sand.  

Sand moves because of the velocity of the water; the grain-size moved is in proportion to 
velocity. Velocity of the up-rush (wave swash going up a beach face) is from the waves, 
and slows and dies at the top (highest and farthest inland part of the beach). Sand on the 
beach is set in motion, and the finer grains are preferentially carried up the beach, where 
after drying they are available to be blown (or tracked) from the beach into the grass. 
Velocity of the backwash is from gravity, starting at zero and increasing (but backwash 
velocity doesn't build up to be as fast as the up-rush). Again, as the surface layer of the 
beach face is stirred up, finer grains are preferentially picked up before coarser ones. and 
may remain in suspension, carried to the swimmer-channel and lost into that deeper 
water. Both up-rush and backwash lead to loss of the finest grain sizes. Therefore, donor 
sand of median grain size coarser than he median size of what is on an existing beach. 
 
It might be said that because the calcareous sand of local beaches abrades three orders 
of magnitude faster than sand of continental beaches, abrasion should be considered - and 
that likely is true for Hawaiian beaches exposed to strong wave energy. When grains 
bump one another, the attrition is of tiny silt-sized particles being chipped off a grain (not 
splitting in half). The impact follows the formula MV2. As the mass of a grain depends 
on its size, one might conclude that coarse grains abrade more than finer ones. Velocity is 
more important than mass. The velocity is imparted by wave motion (or gravity in the 
backwash), and the tiny wavelets in the beach face of Ala Moana park do stir up the sand 
on the beach face, but gently. 

Comments to Proposed Actions 
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I am suggesting that not enough care has been offered in the design and plan for sand 
replenishment and long-term beach nourishment as presented in Action 2.3.14, page 2-36 
and all the associated support sections, studies and data contained in Vol. 1 & 2 of the 
combined, 875 pages of the SDEIS documentation. 

 
Comment: 
Oppose Action 2.3.14 for reasons that follow: 
 
The SDEIS documentation associated with Action 2.3.14 is highly technical information. 
I recommend that the highly technical sections of the this SDEIS be broken down into 
easier to understand concepts so links from high success to low success of sand 
nourishment and long-term beach nourishment design being presented and propose will 
assure that clearer understandings by the layperson can be made. 
 
I offer the following examples of what this SDEIS needs to include in its documentation 
and presentation to help the “stakeholder” layperson make the necessary connections 
form the highly technical SDEIS presentation to the laypersons application of the 
proposed SDEIS design. The layperson is literally thrust into the role of “student” in the 
context of digesting and then offering comment to the EIS process. The SDEIS 
documentation barely assures that the layperson can understand what he/she is required to 
do to make valid and useful comment on this SDEIS.  
 
Example 1:  
Section No. 8 - Sand Transport, Coastal Erosion, and Human Impact on Beaches 
 
Paragraph No. 4 from https://manoa.hawaii.edu/exploringourfluidearth/physical/coastal-
interactions/beaches-and-sand 
 
There is concern about beach erosion because it causes a loss of property for those living 
along coastlines. In an effort to prevent erosion, humans attempt to harden the shoreline 
and make it more stable, often as a way to protect property in the immediate area (see 
examples in Table 5.12). Unfortunately, this protection is often short-lived and often 
comes at the expense of beach health. Hardened structures can cause erosion by 
preventing waves from accessing sandy reservoirs and by changing nearshore wave 
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patterns. For example, since 1949 approximately 25% of the sandy beaches in Hawai‘i 
has been narrowed or lost due to beach hardening.  
 
Paragraph No. 5 from https://manoa.hawaii.edu/exploringourfluidearth/physical/coastal-
interactions/beaches-and-sand 
 
Beaches play an important role in protecting the coast, enhancing tourism, and serving as 
a place to relax and refresh. The loss of beaches negatively impacts human activities and 
property as well as the environment. For example, beach loss can cause the smothering of 
local marine life with eroded sediment. In order to maintain healthy beaches, scientists 
recommend replenishing sand, keeping coastal areas free of hardened structures, and
requiring large setbacks for new property development (Fig. 5.29). 
 
Example 1 would be the preferred method of presenting and assuring that the 
“stakeholder” layperson can make the necessary connections form the highly technical 
SDEIS presentation to the laypersonʻs application of the proposed SDEIS design. 
 
In summary: 
I oppose proposed Action 2.3.14 Sand Replenishment and Long-Term Beach 
Nourishment of the Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements, because I 
have observed that the presentation of data and information by the SDEIS documentation 
does not assure a clear enough understanding by non-experts as is required by EIS 
guidelines. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Bruce Lum 
99-546 Iwaiwa Street 
Aiea, Hawaii 96701 

 

cc: Robert Kroning, Director 
650 S. King Street, 11th Floor 
alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

 Joanne Hiramatsu, Director of Planning 
alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com 
2153 North King Street, Suite 200 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96819-4554   

Comments to Proposed Actions 
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From: Bruce Lum 
99-546 Iwaiwa St. 
Aiea, Hawaii 96701 

To: Mayor Kirk Caldwell 
530 S. King Street, Room 300 
alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com 
Honolulu, HI 96813 

 

Action 2.3.14 Sand Replenishment and Long-Term Beach Nourishment 

Comments opposing Action 2.3.14 follow. 

Comment: 
Oppose Action 2.3.14 because this SDEIS lacks the understandings of what is stated and 
illustrated at the following links. 
 
Ocean Literacy Principles (OLP) 
https://manoa.hawaii.edu/exploringourfluidearth/standards-alignment/ocean-literacy-
principles-olp 

OLP 5: The ocean supports a great diversity of life and ecosystems  

Ocean life ranges in size from the smallest living things, microbes, to the largest animal 
on Earth, the blue whale. The ocean provides a vast living space with diverse and unique 
ecosystems from the surface, through the water column, and down to and below the 
seafloor. For example, coral organisms facilitate an exceptionally biodiverse ecosystem 
(Fig. 1.6). - https://manoa.hawaii.edu/exploringourfluidearth/standards-alignment/ocean-
literacy-principles-olp/olp-5-ocean-supports-great-diversity-life-and 
 
Comment: 
Oppose Action 2.3.14 on the basis of my belief that the SDEIS is deficient in meeting 
EIS guidelines for clear presentation of the proposed improvements to assure that 
taxpayer stakeholders can easily understand what the impacts and ramifications are in the 
proposed sand replenishment and long-term beach nourishmemt design. 
 
What is clear is that the studies done on the potential impacts of the Ala Moana Beach 
Park fishery and aquatic ecosystem is seriously deficient. For instance, in Appendix G, 
the page labled page 81, #2 Reef Fish Compiosition Structure demonstrates the study’s 
superficiality in stating, “Limited visibility in the main swim channel was reduced to the 
point where visual quantitative assessments of fish populations was not possible.” Then 
the paragraph continues to list a total of 3 type of fishes and ends the fish survey with 
that, and no where in the study is there an attempt to do a more compete survey. 

Bruce Lum 3/26/19 6:44 AM

Bruce Lum 3/26/19 8:02 AM
Deleted:  the

Deleted:  studies

Deleted: 3/26/19 6:43 AM
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However, the paragraph ends with “No large individuals that would be considered “food 
fish” were obseerved” and “No fish were observed in the shallow nearshore rubble 
zone.” 
 
I strongly object to such dismissive and shallow statements of gross ommission and 
indifference, in light of the fact that a number of comments submitted to the DEIS and 
through Cultstural Surveys Hawaii (CSH) (for the SDEIS) were vastly different in 
observations and catching of fishes at Ala Moana Beach Park. 
 
My interview by CSH is included in Appendix D-3, 6..6.1 Kamaiana Interviews, Pgs, 100 
-106. I am quite offended that my descriptions of my experiences of observing, gathering 
and fishing in Ala Moana Beach Park were mostly ignored. It appears that the SDEIS 
discounts the fishes and shells that I gather as inconsequential. In my comments to the 
EISPN, I invited the Master Plan project team to come and observe my fishing and 
gathering of Niʻihau shells, but to date no team member or representative has ever 
contacted me for the purpose of seeing what I spoke of. I find this omission and 
avoidance irresponsible, indifferent, and very offensive. 
 
Further example, of the indifference demonstrated by this SDEIS, can be seen in Vol, 1, 
4.4,5.3 Cultural statements lines 27-28, “The offshore reef located on the opposite side of 
the swim channel also serves as a habitat for juvenille fish”, is both inaccurate and 
ignorant in the suggestion that the nearshore rubble and the offshore are synonimous in 
its function and value to juvenille fish. The statement lacks any insight or reality to how 
crtical, fragile and inter-related the two regions of the fishery are to the health of Ala 
Moana Beach Park’s fishery and my success, as native gatherer, to be a healthy, happy, 
self-reliant native Hawaiian. 
 
I have many more comments to make on the cultural aspects that link directly to negative 
impacts that are environmental, health and safety related, but this EIS process doesnʻt 
provide me enough time or resources to complete my comment submission. This process 
is seriously flawed in that way. I rest my case here, for it is 11:35pm, March 25, 2019 and 
must leave enough time to electronically submit this before it is too late. The deadline is 
in 24 minutes. 
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In summary, I oppose and reject the validity of the SDEIS Vol. 1 & 2 for the Moana 
Regional Park or Magic Island Improvements. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Bruce Lum 
99-546 Iwaiwa Street 
Aiea, Hawaii 96701 

 

cc: Robert Kroning, Director 
650 S. King Street, 11th Floor 
alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

 Joanne Hiramatsu, Director of Planning 
alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com 
2153 North King Street, Suite 200 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96819-4554 

Deleted: 3/26/19 6:43 AM
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August 20, 2018 
 
 
Office of the Mayor, City and County of Honolulu 
Mayor Kirk Caldwell, 530 South King St., 3rd Floor, Honolulu, HI 96813 
email: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov 
 
Re: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements – Draft EIS. 
 
Dear Mayor Caldwell:  
 
Please find the enclosed hand signed DEIS comments originals for entry into the record for 
comments made by park patrons of Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island. I am 
electronically delivering them on behalf of the signers. I have retained copies of them should you 
require them for other than submission purposes. 
 
Sincerely, 
Bruce Lum 
 
 
Bruce Lum 
99-546 Iwaiwa Street 
email: brlum@mac.com 
 
cc:  Department of Design and Construction, City and County of Honolulu 

Robert Kroning, Director, 650 South King St., 11th Floor, Honolulu, HI 96813 
email: rkroning@honolulu.gov 

 
Belt Collins Hawaii LLC 
Joanne Hiramatsu, Director of Planning,  
2153 North King St., Suite 200, Honolulu, HI 96819-4554 
email: jhiramatsu@bchdesign.com 

 

 

Enclosures: 20 signed letters from 47 separate individuals (and 2 duplicate signatures not 

counted) 
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1

Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Lorna Tsuruda <jcd_tsuruda@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 22, 2018 11:56 PM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; rconing@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Cc: jcd_tsuruda@yahoo.com
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park aka:(The People's Park) Comment Letter Regarding The Draft EIS

Hello All Concerned, 
I would like to express my gratitude and appreciation in all that you have done for the people of Hawaii.  I have to 
honestly say that you are the most creative mayor this island has ever had.  Your worthiness and guts to make this place 
state a better place to live to me is uncanny.  However, when it comes to some of the changes where you and your staff 
say will make things better for everyone I have to disagree.  Here are a few things that bothers me. 
 
1.  I don't think it would be a good idea to make the beach goers park perpendicular on the Mauka side or any side of 
the park for that matter.  It definitely would be an inconvenience to traffic going in each direction.  Have you or any of 
your staff ever come to these special events? in ex: The Lantern Festival, Fourth of July.  It's total chaos even at present 
when we park parallel.  And perpendicular parking will make things worse and a hazard.  It's an accident just waiting to 
happen, both to automobile traffic as well as foot traffic.  I apologize but it just doesn't make any sense to me. 
 
2.  Please don't expand the promenade, there really isn't that much foot traffic in any part of the day.  I sometimes surf 
early morning, mid day and even late evenings.  Widening the sidewalk is a waste of tax payers money for sure.  Instead 
lets grow more grass and install more charcoal cement bins so when people are finished bbq-ing they'll have a place to 
dump their charcoals instead of putting it next to a tree or on the beautiful grass. 
 
3.  Please bring back the shower where it used to be just before the restroom and high rise if you're heading towards 
Diamond Head.  It makes no sense to have a little short water faucet right in the back of the lifeguard stand.  How is one 
to take a shower without always having to bring their own water hoses? 
 
Thank you very much for giving me this opportunity to voice my opinions and concerns.  And thank you for all that you 
have done and continue to do for the people of Hawaii.  I know you are a great man with a big heart. 
 
Aloha, cal tsuruda 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Calvin Sia <calsiamd@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 19, 2019 7:28 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Support for Inclusive Playground at Ala Moana Beach Park

To Whom It May Concern: 
 
Re:  Support for Inclusive Playground at Ala Moana Beach Park 
 
As the City proposes to restore, revitalize, enhance, and improve the Ala Moana Regional Park and the Magic Island 
peninsula grounds and facilities, as a result  of a recent master plan process that outlined both long-term and short-term 
improvement plans, PLEASE SUPPORT the proposed inclusive playground in an unactivated part of the park, covering 
less than 1% of park acreage. 
  
I understand that a privately funded group through Community donations have studied and made plans to support this 
project under Pa'ani Kakou - PLAY TOGETHER; and then gift this back to the City. 
 
The concept is a most innovative one for our City of Honolulu, as 1 in 7 children 
have developmental disabilities and are often left out of our mainstream activities.  This will allow our local children with 
special health care needs and 
their families to utilize Ala Moana Beach Park and Magic Island all year round. 
 
As a child advocate for inclusiveness over many decades, I totally support this 
project.  Please give this a high priority in your planning process! 
 
Mahalo and Aloha, 
 
Calvin C.J. Sia, MD FAAP 
15 Craigside Place, #712, 
Honolulu, HI 96817 
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Rebecca Choi

From: C. Miyashita <cnishiya@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, March 20, 2019 2:16 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: I support the playground

Aloha, 
I am writing you today to inform you that I am a strong supporter of the Ala Moana park playground!  I live in one of the 
newer developments in Kakaako and although we have Mother Waldron park, the area has been labeled as unsafe due 
to the recent beatings of a Japanese tourist.  The area is surrounded by homeless folks and I do not feel comfortable 
taking my child to that playground.   
 
Ala Moana beach park is very safe and I would feel most comfortable taking my child there to enjoy the park.  It would 
not only benefit the folks that live in the area, but those that live all over the island.  Think about it, folks from the west 
side could make a day of it...shop at Ala Moana Center, pick-up lunch or dinner and end the long day at the playground 
relaxing while their children play!  
 
I don't see the harm in building a playground for all kids and families to enjoy.  If we have private sponsors that are 
willing to contribute their time and efforts to building a special place for kids, why not?  And Ala Moana beach park is 
the perfect place for it!  It is enjoyed by all!  We have many events there that host people from all over the world, like 
the annual Lantern Floating event.  Why not build a place that will truly define Hawaii, which is all embracing  Aloha 
spirit! 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration, 
Candice  
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August 20, 2018


Mayor Kirk Caldwell

Robert Kroning 

Joanne E. Hiramatsu

Aloha and thank you for sending me the proposed improvements to Ala Moana Beach Park 
and Magic Island.  I appreciate the opportunity to review and gladly share my comments.  


Overall comment:  

The Park Drive of AMRP is littered with potholes. Many trees in the parking lot of Magic Island 
have roots lifted and exposed through the asphalt.  The sandy shoreline is filled with rubble 
mixed with peoples’ garbage.  The makai stonewall along the park drive is crumbling.  The 
canal along Ala Moana Blvd and connecting ponds are polluted.  The Department of Parks and 
Recreation needs to do a better job.  

As I reviewed your document, I looked for issues pertaining to Simplicity, Low Maintenance, 
Clean Environment, Effective use of land and Thoughts of the Future.  These are all important 
features of a successful beach park with longevity in mind.  In short, I found little creativity along 
these lines as the document addressed mostly cosmetic changes and efforts to preserve 
historical structures.  

My comments focus on your proposed Dog Parks and plans for the Ponds and Canal.  
Additional comments follow after.


DOG PARKS:  


These parks are generally for dogs’ off-lead exercises and socialization.  Your proposal 
recommends the dog park as a place for owners and their dogs since many owners do not 
pick up after their dogs. This is very poor logic.  Obviously the proposal was written by 
someone who does not know dogs or that dogs are restricted from the park!  Also, if owners 
do not pick up after their dogs, they are not likely to pickup no matter where they go.  Again, 
dogs should not be in AMRP and Magic Island!


Dog parks require high maintenance as daily wash down of the grounds to leach dog urine  
and odors from top soil.  Dogs will leave their mark by peeing on tree trunks and exposed 
roots.  Other dogs will leave their marks by peeing on top of the previous pee.  And the peeing 
continues in a vicious cycle. As the pee is leached into the ground to deep root level, those 
beautiful trees and grass are at risk, and will eventually die.  Dog poop, in or out of a bag, with 
other smelly garbage left by owners must still be collected and removed from the premises.  
These dog parks will soon be like other dog parks in the city; smelly, grungy and filthy.  


Dog owners prefer to exercise their dogs by running, walking or fetching a ball or frisbee, 
unencumbered by small spaces and other dogs.  These dog parks will not provide sufficient 
space for this exercise.  If an aggressive dog or too many dogs are at a dog park, owners will 
leave.  And where will they go? To the beach park, of course!  But they should not be there!!!   

At this time there is an ever increasing number of dogs in the park with their owners.  I have 
seen dogs in the beach water, on paddle boards and a few run free without leashes.  They take 
care of their bodily functions under the nearest tree or on beach sand.  Some owners do not 
pick up after their dogs.  I have seen two owners pulling their growling dogs from each other.  
Also, dogs’ incessant barking destroys the peaceful reading, sunning and swimming!  Our 
enjoyment of the beach environment Is now ruined with our increased risks to harmful bacteria 
from the animals.  This is now a dog park!


August 20, 2018


Mayor Kirk Caldwell

Robert Kroning 

Joanne E. Hiramatsu

Sensible and knowledgeable dog owners will not visit the dog parks.  How do I know this?   
I‘ve had two dogs in the past, simultaneously, and trained them for AKC (American Kennel 
Club)  sanctioned obedience competition.  As a responsible dog owner, I stayed away from 
dog parks because most other dog owners are clueless in recognizing behavior problems in 
other dogs and when confronted with a problem, they are even more clueless.  There can be 
dog fights and people can be injured, too.


The Department of Parks and Recreation has done nothing to enforce any of the posted rules, 
in particular, the rule restricting dogs from our park. 


Please No Dog Parks  Dogs are not allowed at AMRP and Magic Island and they should be 
kept out.


Ponds and Canal: 

The ponds were created to keep maintenance low and to add aesthetic values and recreational 
benefits.  Louise Dillingham was wrong!  Maintenance is not low.  Maintenance is non-existent!! 
Lack of maintenance is probably due to its labor intensive and costly requirements.  The canal 
and ponds are unsightly, filthy, smelly and have no redeeming aesthetic values.  Aside from the 
very few and infrequent remote controlled model boaters, a handful of fishermen collecting 
bait, and a few visiting crested night herons and egrets, there are no other recreational 
activities. In fact, people are warned from entering the ponds as the water quality can cause 
infections.  To make matters worse, there are no warning signs against entering the water.  
Remember the man who fell into the Ala Wai Canal and died from flesh eating bacteria?  This 
could easily happen to an unescorted child or an uninformed visitor.  Why do we want to keep 
this in our park?


The canal collects runoff from storm drains in and around Ala Moana Park and mixes with tidal 
water flowing in and out of the ponds.  This slow movement, minimal flushing and garbage is a 
recipe for contamination.  At low tides, some of the contaminated water slowly flows out to 
Kewalo Basin and Ala Wai Harbor, adding to already polluted waters.  The remaining 
contaminated water cycles into the same process, again.  Hence, water quality is always poor!  
Always contaminated!  Always a threat to health!


Your document states three options for canal walls.  Your choice is to create a wider bridge 
over the canal for pedestrians and to repair the damaged section of the wall.  I prefer the first 
option you rejected.  Here is my rebuttal.


The proposed new pipeline system was rejected due to expense and lack of sufficient space.  I 
don’t understand this!!  If you create a pipeline system and ‘backfill’ the entire canal, isn’t it 
reasonable to place the pipeline system in the canal, then cover it with dirt to the level of the 
surrounding land?  Is there a reason this pipe system cannot be connected to the 69” central 
drain pipe or the Waste Water Pumping Station near the Atkinson entrance to the AMRP?  
Either way, the water will be treated by the Sand Island Sewage Treatment Plant and then 
discharged to the ocean.  With the removal of the ponds and the canal no polluted water will 
be left in the park from these sources.  Note:  Your document lists the 69” central drain pipe in 
close proximity to the Waste Water Pumping station, but does not detail the source of the 
input, nor does the document describe how these points are connected. Therefore, I have to 
assume the pumping station receives sewage from the neighborhood, pumps the waste into 
the central drain and the waste water flows to Sand Island for treatment.
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August 20, 2018


Mayor Kirk Caldwell

Robert Kroning 

Joanne E. Hiramatsu
My desire is to remove polluted water from the park and to prevent its harmful effects from 
entering the Harbor, the Basin and the ocean.  Park users and visitors deserve a clean park 
environment and deserve knowing we are improving our marine ecosystem for the future. 


Your choice is to repair the needed areas of the wall and to widen a walkway to 25 ft. over the 
canal.  However, I do not see this as a viable option as contaminated water continues to flow 
through the areas and is still a threat.  The nearly 100 year old ponds and canal are eyesores, 
are harmful to health, and have outlived their purpose and aesthetic values.  With their removal, 
we can reclaim six acres of land to be used for amenities, as additional park activities and 
necessary parking for the growing number of park visitors.  Six acres of land in a very 
expensive neighborhood is wasted if not effectively used.  


QUESTION: Would you be willing to forego the benefits of additional land, parking areas, and a 
clean environment for a continued existence of this outdated, useless eyesore which requires 
regular high-maintenance to keep in reasonable condition?  


The AMRP is a historical icon, itself.  I do not see the need to categorize the canal and ponds 
in the same context.  I propose to remove them.  I consider this a ‘high priority’ project as it 
may will rethinking the master plan, other supporting projects and the budget.  Granted, 
removing the canal and ponds will be expensive but the benefits will be immeasurable!!  

Please Remove the Canal and Ponds  Reclaim land and improve the environment.


Summary of the above suggestions: 


• Remove plans for the dog parks 

• Eliminate contaminated waters by removing canal and ponds

• Replace canal with underground drains connected to sewage drain or pumping station

• Reclaim land from canal and ponds for park amenities


Additional Comments:


• Be mindful when planning this project: Keep It Simple; Promote Low Maintenance; Provide 
Clean Environment; Use Land Effectively; and Think of the Future


• AMRP is one of the oldest and most used parks on Oahu.  For years the Department of Parks 
and Recreation has been very negligent in its efforts to maintain the park, its amenities and 
its facilities. Isn’t it time for a reorganization of the department, management and funds?  
Perhaps, a dedicated department for AMRP!


• Replace the canal and ponds with additional parking and/or drive thru to lessen the traffic 
load on the main park drive.  


• Traffic flow into and out of the park before and after a popular event is very slow.  An 
additional in/out drive thru should help speed traffic flow.


• Entrance to new drive thru could be a change to the Piikoi entrance.  Keep this drive  and 
parking independent from the park drive.  With the additional parking, there would be no 
need for the perpendicular parking on the mauka side of the park drive.  Perpendicular 
parking is dangerous for beach goers.


• Provide more grassy areas for picnickers, team sports as soccer, softball, and sports courts 
for basketball, volleyball, etc.  Perhaps, few low rows of viewing stands might be desired.  


August 20, 2018


Mayor Kirk Caldwell

Robert Kroning 

Joanne E. Hiramatsu
• Build a ‘splash park’ for keikis instead of a playground.  Swings, slides, jungle gyms can be 

dangerous if parents are not close-by or vigilant.  There is low maintenance for the ‘splash 
park’ and definitely more fun for all.  Use sensors and automatic shut off.


• Have a program and a team to enforce rules of the park: no animals, no alcohol, no feeding 
of animals, no camping, etc.  The enforcement team needs power.


• Remove the concession buildings and allow for small business food trucks the opportunities 
to sell their creations.  The KCC Food truck is a worthwhile new business earning funds to 
feed keikis during the summer.  L&L is a big company with restaurants on the mainland, too. 
Give others the opportunities to enhance their business. 


• Have a digital display sign at all entrances and on the WEB to inform park visitors of the day’s 
and coming events at the park as well as schedule of food trucks.   Display quality of swim 
water to ensure health and safety for beach goers.


• Use renewable energy where possible, as solar panels to provide evening street lights 
throughout the park drive, walking paths, etc.


• More security cameras and motion sensors at key areas of the park to monitor facilities, 
pathways, etc. 


• Provide WIFI throughout the park.


• Provide plug-in charging stations for electric vehicles.


• Provide local park shuttle to discourage vehicles.


• Prohibit any mechanical means of transportation (bikes, scooters, segways, skates, 
skateboards, etc) on pedestrian sidewalks.  Provide designated areas for them. 


• Keep grass, trees and benches strip along park drive parallel parking to allow people to sit 
with friends, chat and enjoy the ocean scenery.


• Work with Marine Engineers to determine what can be done to increase flow and circulation 
of ocean water into the swim channel.


• I was told that I am wasting my time with this document as it will be discarded before it is 
read and suggestions ignored.  Prove to me it ain’t true!  


Mahalo and thank you for listening!


Carol Ching

1600 Ala Moana Blvd #2900

Honolulu 96815

925-785-8705


jhiramatsu@bchdesign.com 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Carol Ching <cslching@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2019 1:06 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS; akobayashi@honolulu.gov; mformby@honolulu.gov; parks@honolulu.gov
Subject: DRAIN THE SWAMP - Response to SDEIS

Mayor Kirk Caldwell, Mayor of Honolulu 
Robert Kroning, Director, Department of Design and Construction  
Joanne E. Hiramatsu, Belt Collins Hawaii LLC 
Ann Kobayashi, Honolulu City Council Chair and Presiding Officer 
Michael Formby, Honolulu City Council, Ala Moana Park 
Michele Nekota, Director, Department of Parks and Recreation 
 
Aloha!, Mayor Caldwell:  
 
Thank you for allowing me to review the Second Draft of the Environmental Impact Statement.  I approve most of your improvements plans, but 
find perpendicular parking, playground, dog park, promenade and shoreline replenishment as unreasonable due to unsafe conditions, high 
maintenance, high operating expenses, possible libelous situations and insufficient research.   
 
Your Impact Statement does not, however, address the most critical environmental and health issues which  put our park users, nearby residents,
shoppers and passersby at risk. 
 
The ponds and canal in Ala Moana Park were created nearly 100 years ago to provide ethereal beauty, low maintenance and recreational 
benefits.  Today, they are unsightly, filthy, smelly, bacteria laden, a garbage dump, an open sewer of human and animal waste AND  are just 
disgraceful!   
 
Aside from the very few and infrequent remote controlled model boaters, a handful of fishermen collecting bait, and a few visiting crested night
herons and egrets, there are no other recreational activities. In fact, people are warned against entering the ponds as the poor water quality can
cause infections.  
 
The ponds and canal have never been maintained and have outlived their intent in today s environment of ever present polluted water, crowded 
conditions and the homeless crisis.  Under the right conditions of stagnant waters and warm weather, there is a high correlation of mosquitoes to 
vector borne diseases, as dengue fever.  Oahu is not a stranger to dengue fever.  
 
According to the SDEIS, the canal collects runoff from storm drains in and around Ala Moana Blvd and mixes with tidal water in the canal.  At 
high tide, polluted water from the Basin and Harbor slowly flows into the ponds and then, into the canal.  The reverse takes place at low tide.  There 
is no effective way to clean the ponds and canal because polluted water is always present.  
 
My suggestion is to remove the swamp from public access. 
 
Isolate the ponds from the Basin and the Harbor, and drain.  A drainage pipeline in the canal is needed to capture storm runoff.  The runoff can 
flow to the pumping station at Atkinson/Ala Moana Blvd, pumped to Sand Island Sewage Treatment Plant through the 69” central drain pipe
buried in Ala Moana Park, and then discharged to the ocean.  All ecologically proper! 
 
Once the swamp is landfilled bridges are not needed, AMRP will gain SIX ACRES of usable land and we are safer. 
 
A historical monument of bridges, well designed and well placed in the park is essential to commemorate the legacy of the Dillingham family to 
the people of Hawaii.  Mr. Mayor, you will deserve a similar legacy if you deem this project high priority! 
 
Other issues to consider: proper sizes of drainage pipeline and pump, affects of climate change, contingent and recovery plans for natural 
disasters, and a comprehensive maintenance plan for AMRP. 
 
Mahalo for listening!  Mahalo nui loa if you drain the swamp. 
 
 
Carol Ching 
1600 Ala Moana Blvd #2900 
Honolulu, 96815  
cslching@hotmail.com 
925-785-8705 
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Rebecca Choi

From: carolyn reid <carolynreid14@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 3:50 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Beach Park

I am a Waikiki resident and taxpayer.

Ala Moana Beach Park is perfectly fine, the way it is. It doesn't need concession stands, it doesn't need dog parks, it 
doesn't need a playground!! LEAVE IT THE WAY IT IS - THE PEOPLE'S PARK!! 

That is for ALL the people, not just the wealthy who have bought into the new luxury condos, that local residents simply 
cannot afford!! 

OK, there may be some parts of the park that need a bit of "something" (repairs/upgrades to existing facilities, like 
restrooms) but certainly not the bulk of the proposed changes. 

I find it disgusting that the City is proposing to spend taxpayer's money to basically suck up to "special interests" such as 
the wealthy condo owners. 

It is another example of the local "regular" people being passed over for the benefit of the wealthy. 

Leave our park alone!!!! 

Carolyn Reid 
Hawaii Taxpayer  
2345 Ala Wai Blvd #1714 
Honolulu Hi 96815 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Sissy <rusbas@aloha.net>
Sent: Monday, August 20, 2018 5:33 PM
To: Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: SAVE OUR ALA MOANA PARK
Attachments: AlaMoanPark.pdf

Aloha Joanne, 

STAY OUT OF OUR PARK, OUR LIFE STYLE, OUR HEARTS. My letter to Caldwell goes 
for the same with you. WE DO NOT NEED PEOPLE LIKE YOU TELLING US WHAT YOU THINK WE SHOULD HAVE.  CAN YOU 

NOT TAKE THE HINT YET???  ARE YOU ALL DEAF AND BLIND?  I THINK SO. ESPECIALLY IF YOU AREN’T GETTING A 
PAYCHECK FROM US.   
Aloha Mayor Caldwell, 
Please see the attached letter with regard to the changes for Ala Moana Park. 
I understand CATERING  to the “Very Well Heeled” (as it pertains more to your lifestyle, not your average person’s), BUT, 
the people of Hawaii are your constituents. WE ARE THE PEOPLE OF HAWAII.   Not visitors, part time home owners, 
HAWAII WANNA BEES.  No, we live here, work here, educate our children here. Entertain, relax, and enjoy what little 
time we have with our friends and family Ala Moana Beach Park.  
Our family just Celebrated two birthdays last week Sunday at Ala Moana Beach Park. It is convenient, LOGICAL and 
feasible to have immediate access to the beach from the road. Unloading, off loading etc.  We want the park to remain 
for the people of Hawaii. We do not need an expanded Promenade(Lie Lie Lie). Is Hughes Corporation going to be your 
next BOSS?   Hmmm!! Similar to the situation with Trump and the RUSSIANS. SAME MENTALITY. NOTHING FOR THE 
POPLE ONLY FOR YOURSELF. 
 
I understand you have nothing to lose. We will not elect you again as mayor, BUT you will go down as the WORSE mayor 
in Hawaii for changing our beloved park.  LISTEN TO THE PEOPLE. ACTUALLY REALLY LEISTEN TO THE PEOPLE. Maybe the 
people who work directly for you won’t say it but I will. WE DO NOT WANT YOUR asinine PARK ideas. 
 
 

Mahalo, 
Cecilia Beckett 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Chad Sakumoto <chadsakumoto@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 21, 2019 10:59 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Letter of Support - Ala Moana Playground

To Whom It May Concern, 
 
I'm a father of two young boys and I think this playground is a great use of a dilapidated and lightly-used portion of Ala 
Moana Beach Park. I know that I would love to let them run around and play here. The renderings appear to be 
extremely inclusive to all ages and abilities! 
 
I'm also an avid surfer and frequently surf in the area so I am familiar with the parking, uses, and issues concerning the 
beach park. You have a ton of regular surfers/users but again, this won't affect their parking or use because it's on the 
opposite side, away from their normal parking spots. 
 
The maintenance would be a question for me but it appears its a net-neutral cost as the rental income derived from the 
concession will be used for the maintenance. That's a positive... 
 
It's being paid for by private funds but open the entire public. Even if you are in the camp of being upset at the wealth 
inequality in our society, here you have private donors (upper income) donating to a public good for all to use. It seems 
like a no-brainer to me!!! 
 
I sincerely hope this project is allowed to move forward.  
 
Mahalo, 
 
Chad Sakumoto 
808-387-0191 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Chaika Hale <chaikahale@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 22, 2018 4:53 PM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov
Cc: rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Save AlaMoana Beach Park, The Peoples Park
Attachments: Save Ala Moana Park.pdf

Dear Mayor Caldwell, 
My family and I would like to express our deep opposition to the City's proposal to change Ala Moana Beach 
Park.  Renovations to maintain the park and it's character are all that is needed.  I grew up with this park, my 
Grandparents used to exercise here, My Dad surfed here, my husband and I brought our children here often when they 
were young.  This is the people's park.  Changing it so that it is less accessible to local families is a travesty.  Every 
Summer we return home from outside Washington DC, we see the overdevelopment year after year.  This past Summer 
when we learned of the planned changes our hearts broke, and we got angry.  Let's face it, it's not local families who are 
able to buy in the luxury condo's that line Ala Moana.  It's not going to be local families who are going to be able to 
easily make use of the park.  The park is going to become the playground of the rich who can afford to live across the 
street.  It's a sad day for the citizens of the state if this plan is allowed to go through.  I urge you to please reconsider and 
keep Ala Moana the People's Park. 
 
Sincerely, 
Chaika Hale 
 
 

Right-click or tap and hold here to  do wnload pictures. To help p ro tect your privacy, Outlook prevented automatic 
download of this pictu re from the Internet.
photo

 

Chaika Hale 
Phone: 703-618-7338  
Fax: 866-698-4037  
Email: chaikahale@gmail.com 

Right-click or tap and hold 
here to download  pictu res. 
To help protect you r 
privacy, Outlook prevented 
auto matic downlo ad o f 
this pictu re from the  
In ternet.
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August 21, 2018 
 
 
Mayor Kirk Caldwell,  
530 South King St., 3rd Floor,  
Honolulu, HI 96813 
 

Re: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements – Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

(DEIS) 
 
 
Mayor Caldwell, 
 
Thank you for your efforts to improve Honolulu's parks, including our beloved Ala Moana Park and 
Magic Island.  While some of the proposed actions in the DEIS are welcome, there are a few that 
concerns me because they will make the park less safe and destroy the local character and culture of 
Ala Moana.  
 
1. Reconfiguring parking on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive to add more stalls,  
 perpendicular stalls (DEIS pg 2-6, 2-17). 
  
 a.Perpendicular parking stalls are unsafe 
 

Perpendicular stalls were proposed in the Environmental Impact Statement Preparation Notice 
(EISPN pg 11), published in December 2017, and were vehemently opposed by the public because 
they would create serious safety issues.  So, why are they still included in the DEIS (178 stalls, 
DEIS pg 2-18)?  Ala Moana Park Drive is not a parking lot.  It's a thoroughfare, with consistent and 
sometimes heavy traffic so backing out into traffic from perpendicular stalls creates a dangerous 
situation for motorists, bicyclists, and pedestrians. Furthermore, Ala Moana Park Drive has two-way 
traffic and is poorly lit after sunset so the danger is even more.  

 
Although one design goal of the park revitalization is to create more parking, hence the 
development of perpendicular stalls, this should not be implemented if public safety is 
compromised.  Public safety should be first and foremost, and it’s one of the top policies of 
Complete Streets, City Ordinance 12-15, which was adopted in 2012.  Creating perpendicular 
parking stalls along Ala Moana Park Drive clearly is not in alignment with the Complete Streets 
policy.   

 
 b. Perpendicular stalls will impede traffic flow 
 

Cars backing out of perpendicular stalls on Ala Moana Park Drive will seriously impede traffic flow.  
Traffic will come to a stop as it waits for cars trying to exit the stalls and the situation is even more 
unsafe because Ala Moana Park Drive is a two way thoroughfare so cars could exit the parking 
stalls trying to go in either direction.   

 
 c. Planned perpendicular stalls will increase storm water runoff 
 

The grass surfaces that currently exist in the proposed areas for the perpendicular stalls are 
pervious and enable storm water to penetrate the ground, which reduces runoff and also provides 
fresh water to irrigate the trees and vegetation.  Replacing this pervious surface with asphalt and 
concrete will lead to more storm water runoff, and without a drainage system in Ala Moana Park, 
the additional runoff could contaminate the environment, including the nearshore waters. Also, 
given that “there are no specific storm water quality projects included in the master plan” (DEIS, pg 

 2

3-31), it’s clear that the impacts of the additional runoff have been trivialized.  No studies on the 
potential effects of the additional runoff created by the perpendicular stalls have been completed. 
What kinds of nonpoint source pollutants are present in the storm runoff and what are their potential 
effects on the people, environment, and biota? 
 

2. Increasing the number of parking stalls in the park will increase park usage and could 
 impact park resources and the nearshore environment 
 

a. Increased park usage will stress the park resources, the park environment, and possibly the 
nearshore environment.  

 
The proposed park plan will create 234 additional parking stalls (pg 2-18).  The Parking Occupancy 
Study (DEIS appendix C) which is discussed in DEIS Section 3.9 found that on weekdays, 53 more 
spaces would be adequate while on the weekend 113 more spaces would be needed.  Hence, the 
proposed increase of 234 more stalls exceeds the need by over 100%.  This increase might be 
excessive, such that park usage will exceed a sustainable carrying capacity. 
 
As an alternative to increasing the parking stalls by 234, how about expanding the Keyhole parking 
lot, which will add 103 parking stalls (DEIS, pg 2-18) and eliminate the loading/unloading stalls on 
both sides of the crosswalks which will add 10 stalls.  Doing so will increase the parking stalls to 
113 which is the amount recommended from the parking study.  Then, if after a trial period, 
additional parking stall are deemed necessary they can be built.  

 
While no studies on the carrying capacity have been completed, it’s clear that with more people 
using the park there will be increased burdens on Emergency Services and Ocean Safety.  The 
effects on other resources, the park environment, and nearshore environment are not known 
because an assessment has not been completed. 
 

b.The installation of more asphalt and concrete will result in Heat Island Effects and which will  
  increase the temperature of the park and beach areas 
 

With it’s low albedo, asphalt and to a lesser extent concrete, will absorb light and radiate a lot of 
heat and heat-up the park environment, making it hotter and less comfortable.   
 

 c. Loading and unloading zones (DEIS pg 2-18, line 5) will not work 
 
Loading/unloading zones will be impossible to enforce and will place additional burdens on the Park 
Rangers and others involved in enforcing park rules.  Secondly, after unloading their supplies, 
beach users will still have to find parking, which could be far from the unloading zone. This is 
inconvenient and a complete waste of time.  Given the parking situation in Ala Moana, employing 
loading/unloading zones is illogical and impractical.  

 
 d. Expansion of parking lot on Magic Island (DEIS 2.3.5, pg 2-17, 2-18) 
 

The expansion of the parking lot on Magic Island by 38 stalls (DEIS, pg 2-18) will remove invaluable 
green spaces that park users value for picnics and other activities and also replaces the pervious 
grass with impervious asphalt which might create storm water runoff issues. 
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3. Widening the shared-use-path along the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive (DEIS pg 2-6)  
 

a. The current Makai path (sidewalk) should not be a shared-use path 
 
  Pedestrians and wheeled vehicles on the same path is dangerous and creates  
  tension between pedestrians and wheeled vehicles, such as bicyclists. 

Wheeled vehicles on a path which includes lots of people inattentively walking shoulder to shoulder 
and with kids playing should not be allowed.  The makai path should be used for pedestrians only, 
just as in Waikiki and business districts where there are lots of pedestrians.  It’s been proposed to 
paint lines on the path to separate the pedestrians and wheeled vehicles, but it will be impossible to 
have pedestrians and wheeled vehicles ‘stay in their own lanes.’   

 
b. Widening of the shared-use path has been previously rejected 
 

Widening of the promenade was proposed in the Environmental Impact Statement Preparation 
Notice (EISPN pg 11) but was vehemently opposed by the public at the McCoy Pavilion meetings 
and this opposition was supported by the City Council with adoption of Bill 16, CD2, Project 
#1998107 in early 2018.  So, why is widening of the promenade, now referred to as a 'shared-use 
path' in the DEIS still being proposed? The claim in the DEIS,  “During the scoping meetings, the 
public asked for a wider and shaded pathway” (DEIS, pg 2-21, line 33) is a ‘false’ claim and 
contradicts what “The People” have demanded since 2015.  People want to keep the Park’s local 
character (DEIS, pg 1-5, line 39) and have no “desire to upscale the Park with modern design and 
added structures (DEIS, pg 1-6, line 1).  Because the DEIS claim that people want a wider pathway 
and the proposed designs of the widened shared-use path (DEIS, fig 2-8, pg 2-24) will destroy the 
‘local character’ of the park, the proposed widening plans should not be implemented.    

 
c. Removal of the grass strip on the shared-use path will negatively impact the local character of the 
 park and the longstanding local park culture  
 

The conceptual figures in the DEIS (fig 2-8) show widening of the existing makai path (sidewalk) 
and removal of the grassy strip that runs along it.  As stated in the DEIS, the "goal for the 
revitalization is to maintain and improve the grounds and facilities while remaining true to it's local 
character as 'The People's Park.'" (DEIS, pg 1-6, 2-45).  The grassy strip is one of the most 
important features of Ala Moana that defines it's local character. That local character is defined by 
the physical features of the park but more importantly by how residents use the park.  For 
generations, local families have used and enjoyed the grassy strip which is more than just a strip of 
grass; it’s a cultural landscape.  Removing the grassy strip will destroy both the ‘local character’ and 
a longstanding local tradition of the park. Keep the grassy strip.  No other park in the world has this 
feature.  It’s unique and should be preserved and treasured, not destroyed for something that every 
other city has built.   
 
One important premise for the development of Ala Moana was to create a park to enrich the lives of 
people and to build a sense of community. 1 Today, groups of people, related and not, gather on the 
grassy strip to picnic and socialize, demonstrating just how important the grass strip is for building a 
sense of community.  
 
If we save and maintain the ‘local character’ of the park, decades from now future park users will 
applaud us.  Imagine what Ala Moana would be like today, if our forebearers allowed the 
development of Magic Island into the resorts proposed in the 50s, 60s and 70s. Without their 
wisdom to oppose overdevelopment, the beautiful space that everyone enjoys and treasures today  
 
 

1Weyeneth, Robert 1987. Ala Moana:  The People’s Park. Prepared for: Department of Parks and Recreation. 
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would not exist. We are the benefactors of their foresight and wisdom, so like them, it is our 
fiduciary responsibility to leave a legacy, Ala Moana, that future generations will treasure. 

 
d.The grassy surface is a cool pervious surface, unlike the proposed concrete surfaces (DEIS, fig 2-8) 
 

As with most beach parks in Hawaii, Ala Moana can get hot and uncomfortable. Park users 
definitely want shade and a cooler environment. In fact, one of the prime reasons for residents to go 
to the beach is to ‘cool off’ in the water.  Replacing the grass with concrete will create a hotter 
surface and make the park experience less pleasant.   
 
On the hot days, the concrete at Ala Moana can get pretty hot, so much so that adults and children 
in barefeet can get burned.   

 
e.Unlike the existing grassy strip which is a pervious surface, the proposed  
 concrete surfaces for the shared-use path (DEIS, 2.3.6, fig 2-7, 2-8 ) are impervious and will 
 lead to more storm water runoff. 

 
f. When families picnic on the grassy strip it provides a convenient, close and great vantage point for  
 parents to watch their kids swim or play, ensuring that they have a safe day at the beach.  
 Keep the grassy strip for the safety of the kids.  

 
 g. The benches and planters depicted in DEIS(figure 2-8, pg 2-24) will impeded access to the  
  beach, and make it especially difficult for persons parked on the makai parallel stalls to  
  unload their beach supplies and perhaps even open their car doors on the makai side of their  
  cars.  

 
The DEIS mentions that the tents that families pitch on the grassy strip impedes people on the 
mauka side from getting to the beach (pg 1-16, line 9).  This statement misrepresents the true 
situation in the park and is a “false-claim.”   On the vast majority of days the grassy strip isn't 
densely lined with tents, and there are times when there are no tents at all.  Clearly, the scoping 
that was done to evaluate the grassy strip was cursory, and frankly, seems to be biased against 
allowing tents on the grass strip.   

 
There are two days, such as the Fourth of July and the Lantern Festival when the park is full and 
lots of tents are pitched, but these are only 2 out of 365 days.  Much more obstructive are the 
proposed planters and benches (DEIS, fig 2-8), which will permanently block access to beach from 
the mauka side.  The tents are far, far less obstructive and more importantly they are part of the 
‘local character’ of Ala Moana that the revitalization project is supposed to preserve.   

 
4. A dog park near Kewalo Basin (DEUS p 2-6) will produce significant human safety and health  
 problems  
 
 a. Safety hazard 

The proposed location of a dog park at the Kamakee entrance will entice some dog owners to take 
their dogs to the beach and for walks on the makai path. It's very likely that this will increase the 
problem of dogs in the park and beach.  Posted signs say ‘no animals’ in the park, but because of 
poor enforcement of park rules, more and more dog owners have been bringing their dogs to the 
park, some unleashed running on the sand, some swimming in the channel, and some even taking 
showers with other bathers. With so many dogs and kids in the park, there is a significant chance 
that someone will get seriously injured.    
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 b. Environmental pollution from dog feces 
 

With dogs come dog feces and some irresponsible dog owners who won’t picked up after their dogs 
(DEIS pg 2-8).   At Ala Moana, some owners have been so irresponsible as to leave the feces in the 
sand where beachgoers lay or kids play.  Dog feces is not innocuous.  In 1991, the Environmental  
Protection Agency labeled it as a nonpoint source pollutant, placing in the same category as 
herbicides, insecticides, oil, grease, and toxic chemicals (National Management Measures to 
Control Nonpoint Source Pollution from Urban Areas, Management Measure 9, Pollution 
Prevention, November 2005, www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015-
09/documents/urban_ch09.pdf).   
 

 c. Health risk from dog feces 
 
Dog feces poses serious health risk and is a source of a few zoonotic disease including 
Campylobacteriosis, tapeworm, hookworm, roundworm (www.cdc.gov/healthypets/pets/dogs.html). 
Hookworms might be particularly relevant at the park and beach.  People become infected with 
hookworms while walking barefoot, kneeling, or sitting on ground contaminated with the stool of 
infected animals which is what people and kids commonly do at the park and beach.     

 
Given that not all dog owners will be responsible and pick up after their dogs in the proposed dog 
park, fecal matter will probably be in the storm water runoff.  Where this runoff travels to and 
eventually becomes distributed is not known so pathogens could get spread into wider areas than 
just within the dog park; possibly even into Kewalo Basin which is close by. 

 
From time to time monk seals have been seen in the reef waters just outside the swim channel.  
While it’s not known if monk seals are susceptible to pathogens present in dog feces, since it’s the 
country’s most endangered mammal the most prudent action is to avoid contamination of nearshore 
waters with dog feces so a dog park should not be located in any area where there’s a potential for 
contaminating nearshore waters. 

 
5. The Kamakee Street entrance should not be enhanced as proposed (DEIS, pg 2-6, sec 2.3.8) 
 

There’s no sound reason for the enhancement (DEIS 2.3.8, pg 2-27).  The conceptual drawing (fig 
2-10) is too grandiose with palm trees and portals.  The public knows where the park entrance is 
and the proposed portals will reduce the open views of that street corner which will interfere with 
driver’s views.  
 
If work is to be done, scale back the design and reduce the cost for construction and maintenance. 
An updated park sign and perhaps a designed wall would be adequate.   

 
6. The High Spot area is not underutilized as described in the DEIS (2.3.13, pg 2-35, line 7)   
 

This is another conclusion in DEIS that misrepresents what is occurring, and demonstrates that 
some studies for the DEIS were cursory and inadequate.  On most weekday afternoons and every 
weekend, the high spot area is busy with lots of families picnicking and kids playing.   
 
One proposal in the DEIS is to develop the high spot area as a venue for events or programming 
(DEIS, pg 2-35, line 16).  Given how heavily used this area is, such organized events would reduce 
the opportunities of residents to use it and would displace them.  As such, the high spot area should 
not be developed for programming and events. 
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7. Sand replenishment studies were too cursory and inadequate 
 
  While replenishing the sand would be welcomed by beachgoers, the environmental studies 

to determine the effect of sand nourishment on the Ala Moana environment were too cursory 
(Appendix F, G).   For example, the water chemistry study was performed only on one day, April 30, 
2018, and did not account for seasonal variations and the effects of sometimes large shoreline 
wave actions, as a result of sea level rising, and that occur when energy from large waves breaking 
on the outside reef generates larger than normal waves breaking on the shoreline.  On those days, 
the turbidity of the nearshore waters is exceedingly high.   
 
With sea level rising, and since the sand on the beach is not part of a natural cycle of 
replenishment, the nourished beach will probably get eroded sooner than the predicted and 
unsubstantiated nourishment intervals reported in the DEIS (Appendix G, pg 59). It is fiscally 
irresponsible to proceed with a project that cost millions of dollars if the outcome lasts for only for a 
short time.   
 
Furthermore, the environmental impacts of this accelerated erosion are not known. Would the 
erosion harm the Hawaiian seagrass that’s in the swim channel floor and which is a food source for 
the juvenile green sea turtles often seen in the swim channel.  The DEIS states, “Care should be 
taken however in the placement of new sand to ensure that it does not cover any existing seagrass 
beds” (Appendix F, pg 11).  Thus, covering the seagrass with sand could have negative 
environmental repercussions.  The report assumes that the effects of the erosion of a nourished 
beach are trivial but there is no data to substantiate this assumption.    

 
The survey of nearshore fish did not report the seasonal schools of juvenile fish including mullet, 
aholehole, and sardines that inhabit the rocky beach shoreline so clearly the study was cursory and 
inadequate.  It’s likely that the rocky shoreline is a sanctuary from predators so it functions as a kind 
of nursery.  The effects of burying the rocky shoreline harboring these kinds of juvenile fish and 
other organisms have not been addressed.  Furthermore, whether or not there are effects on 
nocturnal fish and biota, some seasonal, have also not been addressed. 

 
8. Playground 
 

I question the need for a playground.  Kids can go to a neighborhood park for a playground.  When 
they come to Ala Moana they picnic, swim, play in the fields; there’s no need for a playground.  It’s 
not the best use of the limited park space. 

 
9.Cost of revitalization project 
 
   The cost of the park project is projected to be $144 million, in 2016 dollars (DEIS, 2.6, pg 2-43).   

Rather than transform the park, the park project should be focused on fixing and maintaining the 
facilities and grounds. The City should scale down it’s expectations.  It’s fiscally irresponsible for the 
City to spend so much money at a time when the need is great in so many other areas such as rail, 
aging infrastructure, affordable housing, homelessness, sustainability and so on.  

 
10. The City has repeatedly said that the goal of the park project is to revitalize the park for the  
 next ’50 years,’ but there is no evidence that the proposed master plan will meet the needs  
 and desires of future park users 
 

What evidence is there that, as it exists today, the park will not be useful and appreciated 50 years 
from now or that the proposed designs in the DEIS will be adequate and more importantly 
applauded.  The proposed actions undervalues the ‘local character’ and local cultural landscape of 
the park by not giving enough credence to the fact that the ‘local character’ of the park is defined by 
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how people use the park.  Some proposed actions will change how people use the park and in so 
doing destroy it’s ‘local character’ and some longstanding local traditions.  

 
Lastly, I’m certain that you treasure Ala Moana, as do all residents of Honolulu.  But, please recognize 
that the park has an important role in the lives of local residents, not just as a place of recreation but as 
a cultural landscape with longstanding local traditions.  Don’t destroy these traditions. Please keep Ala 
Moana, “The People’s Park.” 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Chaika Hale 
chaikahale@gmail.com 
 
 
cc: Robert Kroning Department of Design and Construction, City and County of Honolulu,        
      rkroning@honolulu.gov 
cc: Joanne Hiramatsu, Belt Collins Hawaii, LLC,  jhiramatsu@bchdesign.com 
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Cannot decipher writing. Same response as others on this list.
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Rebecca Choi

From: Charlene Mesa <ctmesa@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 21, 2019 6:09 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: In Support of Ala Moana Playground

Aloha, 
 
I am a parent of three young teens, currently residing in Kapolei.  During much of my kids' toddler years, we lived in a 
small apartment in the city of Honolulu.  Being a family of 5, with our net income lower than the average median 
income, I worked part time while completing my degree at UH Manoa while raising my kids and my husband worked full 
time, sometimes two jobs to support our growing family.  Living in an apartment building didn't offer the grounds or a 
recreational area for my kids to enjoy the outdoors.  With limited time to go on a hike or the beach, we would often take 
our kids to Paki Park playground, one of the few playgrounds we could find close to home.  My kids enjoyed their time, 
the swing set and the short distance zip-line type equipment were their favorites!  Most of the park goers often formed 
a line to use them too.  Now, that my kids are older, how I wish the city would have considered such a playground as the 
plans drafted for Ala Moana park when they were babies!  It would have provided great learning experiences and good 
fun for my kids because they still remember their time spent at Paki Park.  For Ala Moana playground to be an option for 
the upcoming generations would help them to create memories that could last a lifetime.   
 
Now, when I drive by places like Kolowalu Park or Kapolei Regional Park's playground, it is quite often that I see many 
children and parents utilizing the play equipment.  It reminds me of when we took our kids to Paki Park, but now with 10 
times more people.  It is clearly a need for Oahu.  With the population growing, our community will need more than the 
limited parks we have now.  Furthermore, many kids live in condominiums or townhomes with strict guidelines that an 
association creates that often hinder them to enjoy free play on property grounds.  As a parent, I strive to find ways for 
my kids to learn outside of the box, but without free play, how can generations learn outside the box if they are not 
offered more resources to play on?  I strongly support such a playground, because as a parent who lives in Kapolei, I 
would have brought my kids to Ala Moana to enjoy state-of-the-art equipment years ago.  It is too bad that it will be an 
afterthought for my children.  If we continue to wait, it will be an afterthought for the generations of our future too. 
 
Thank you for your time and your consideration of my opinion, 
Charlene Mesa 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Charles Langlas <langlas@hawaii.edu>
Sent: Thursday, July 12, 2018 10:03 PM
To: Rebecca Choi
Subject: Re: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Aloha,  
In response to your request for comment/review: in general the current plan looks good to me. 
Charles Langlas 
 
On Mon, Jul 9, 2018 at 9:22 AM, Rebecca Choi <rchoi@bchdesign.com> wrote: 

  

Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) 

Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements 

Tax Map Key: (1) 2-3-37:001, 002, 022,023, 025 

Honolulu, O‘ahu, Hawai‘i 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The Environmental Notice
 

 

 

 

 

2

August 22, 2018
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February 10, 2019 
 
To: Robert Kroning, Director, Dept of Design and Construction 
 Mayor Kirk Caldwell 
 Joanne Hiramatsu, Belt Collins Hawaiʻi 
 
Re: Ala Moana Park Improvements 
 
I strongly oppose the development of a public-private supported children’s 

playground at the Waikiki end of Ala Moana Park. Most especially I oppose the 
installation of zip lines. The park is oriented to the ocean and children’s recreation there 
should be aimed at enjoying the ocean, not a playground away from the ocean. The 
development of playgrounds in central Honolulu playground would be good, but place 
them somewhere else where the ocean is not the focus, in Thomas Square  or Mother 
Waldron Park for example. 

 
Charles Langlas 
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Cannot decipher writing. Same response as others on this list.
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Christine A. Serafin-Clothier 
1221 Victoria Street, Apt 3101 

Honolulu, HI 96814 
 

March 25, 2019 
 
Robert Kroning, Director 
Department of Design and Construction 
650 S. King Street, 11th Flr. 
Honolulu, HI 96813 
 
Dear Director Kroning, 
 
This letter addresses the most recent EIS for the improvement of the Ala Moana 
Beach Park.  I am a daily user of the park, usually 6 days a week in the early 
morning.  Listed below are my concerns on some of the proposed changes: 

1. The Children’s Playground 
a. Park users have been given NO input on this idea 
b. The city is “GIVING” park land to a developer for this use for the 

benefit of his clients- WHY is that allowed in the deed of the park? 
c. A Children’s Park would be better located next to the Children’s 

Discovery Center 
d. Zip-Lines – pose a potential liability to the city. They have NO place 

in a beach park.  Swings, slides and jungle-jims are the only 
appropriate items; however, this should only be done BY the city. 

e. THIS IS A FLAGRANT PAY-OFF TO A WELL HEELED DEVELOPER – 
OUTRAGEOUS! 

2. The Promenade 
a. The City Council has put a stop to the proposal in the original EIS 

which widened the walk way and destroyed trees and green 
space. I want to state my agreement with the City Councils action.   

b. The walk-way is the park feature that I use on a daily basis, and its 
width is just fine ‘as-is’.  The loss of trees and green space is an 
Environmental issue! It also impacts park users who ‘use’ the green 
space. 

3. Elimination of Makai parking 
a. This parking change creates a hazard by forcing park users, 

especially carrying surf boards and picnic supplies, to cross a busy 
street. 

b. The vertical parking will add congestion to the street with cars 
pulling out to park. Liability for the City! 

4. Dog Park 
a. Really!  We have enough dogs in the park already.  The City also 

has a number of dog parks in this area.  This is a BEACH PARK! 
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5. Sand Dredging 
a. I am not a surfer but am concerned that the issues that the surfers 

mentioned in the most recent meeting, hosted by the stakeholders, 
is not being considered or alluded to in the EIS. 

 
Hoping you will take these comments seriously and consider making some 
substantial adjustments to the second EIS as currently written. 
 
 
Respectfully Submitted, 
Chris Serafin-Clothier 
An ACTIVE park user 
 
Cc: Ann Kobayashi 
        Michael Formby 
        Mayor Kirk Caldwell 
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1

Rebecca Choi

From: Christopher Abbott <cbdabbott@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 21, 2019 9:14 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: I support the playground at Ala Moana Beach Park

Aloha: 

I support the construction of a playground at Ala Moana Beach Park.  Great idea to revitalize the 
park.  The proposed location is in an unactivated part of the park, and will cover less than 1% of park 
acreage and will be privately funded through community donations and then gifted back to the City.

Let's get this playground built! 

Thanks,
Chris Abbott 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Christopher Tipton <catipton@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, August 17, 2018 12:20 PM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov
Cc: rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Coments on Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements--Draft EIS

Dear Mayor Caldwell, 
 
  I write to you to voice my support for the proposed plans for Ala Moana Beach Park. In particular, I favor the multi-use 
promenade so that cyclists have a safer means to access the park. 
 
Regards, 
 
Christopher Tipton 
 
1111 Wilder Ave, 10A 
Honolulu, HI 96822 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Christopher Tipton <catipton@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, February 08, 2019 9:50 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Re: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements Second Draft Environmental Impact 

Statement

Dear Director Hiramatsu, Director Kroning, and Mayor Caldwell, 
 
  After perusing the SDEIS, I would like to voice my support for the proposed park and facilities improvements at Ala 
Moana Regional Park and Magic Island. I look forward to enjoying the improvments with my family (and the dog) as they 
happen over the next few years. 
 
Mahalo, 
 
Chris Tipton 
 
On Fri, Feb 8, 2019 at 9:10 AM Ala Moana EIS <alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com> wrote: 

Second Draft Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS) 

Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements 

Tax Map Key: (1) 2-3-37:001, 002, 022,023, 025 

Honolulu, O‘ahu, Hawai‘i 

 

 

 

 

 

The Environmental Notice
 

2
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Christopher Tipton <catipton@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, August 17, 2018 12:20 PM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov
Cc: rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Coments on Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements--Draft EIS

Dear Mayor Caldwell, 
 
  I write to you to voice my support for the proposed plans for Ala Moana Beach Park. In particular, I favor the multi-use 
promenade so that cyclists have a safer means to access the park. 
 
Regards, 
 
Christopher Tipton 
 
1111 Wilder Ave, 10A 
Honolulu, HI 96822 
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Rebecca Choi

From: cissy kay <cmknlk3714@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 4:25 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park - 2nd Draft EIS Comment

Ala Moana Beach Park is perfect the way it is, please don't change it. I was born and raised here. A dog park and world 
class playground are both good ideas. But please find a new place for these things, don't "take away" from a beloved 
place for these things. Mahalo nui. 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Colin Shimabukuro <prospect808@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 12, 2018 8:10 PM
To: Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Re: Response letter from Mayor Caldwell

For your consideration.  Thank you. 

From: Colin [mailto:prospect808@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2018 1:40 PM 
To: Mayor Kirk Caldwell 
Subject: Mayor's Contact Us Form (Online)-Ideas or Suggestions

Topic Mayor's Contact Us Form (Online)-Ideas or Suggestions 
 

Message 

I just read that you are finalizing plans for Ala Moana Beach Park. That is wonderful! During all the 
discussions I have not 
 
heard anyone mention the actual size of a parking stall. One of the reasons I enjoy the park is that the 
parking stalls are good 
 sized with lots of room between cars. I implore you to please keep the same all’s the same size. I am 
now concerned about this when it was mentioned that you plan to turn the mauka side parallel 
parking into angled stalls which would add 94 more stalls. Now hopefully the city is planning on 
putting in the original size stalls and not just trying to squeeze in more stalls. Because a lot of trucks 
and suvs go to the beach, putting in small stalls is just idiotic. Most cars will be actually be over the 
line of the next stall rendering that stall unusable. This causes a chain reaction and in the end you 
have less stalls than if you had just put in mainland sized stalls. I just don’t understand this logic in 
Hawaii. Is it merely boast about how many stalls you have? Have ever been to the Stan Sheriff Center 
on a busy game night. The parking stalls here are so tight you can barely get out of your car. Because 
cars don’t properly fit in these inadequate stalls you end up having less stalls tha if you had striped 
them bigger. This is a major problem on Oahu. These tiny stalls should be outlawed. I was elated to 
see that Ala Moana Center put in proper parking stalls in their new Ewa wing. Mayor Caldwell I 
humbly ask that you merely give the public what it deserves and do not reduce the size of the parking 
stalls. Thank You 

Prefix Mr 
First Name Colin 
Last Name Shimabukuro 
Contact Phone 
Number (808)599-5440 

Contact Email 
Address prospect808@yahoo.com 

Contact Mailing 
Address 1013 Prospect st #313 Honolulu HI 96822 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Claude Takanishi <cktakanishi@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, August 20, 2018 8:56 AM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements – Draft EIS, Comment Letter

August 20, 2018
 
 
Office of the Mayor, City and County of Honolulu
Mayor Kirk Caldwell, 630 South King St., 3rd Floor, Honolulu, HI 96813
email: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov
 
Re: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements – Draft EIS.
 
Dear Sirs: 
 
I would support the Ala Moana Regional Park (AMRP) and Magic Island Improvement project if its Proposed 
Action items met the cultural needs and requirements of Hawai i’s people ('local'), met basic public safety 
requirements, had minimum environmental impact, and were clearly supported by results of studies included in 
the DEIS appendices.  However, after talking to numerous beach park users about specific Proposed Action 
items, their expectations and current use of the park, and after reviewing proposed designs, I object to the 
following:
 

• 2.3.6 Makai Shared-Use Path:   Widening the shared-use path along the makai side of Ala Moana Park 
Drive

• 2.3.5 Parking:  Reconfigure parking on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive to add more stalls 
using perpendicular parking stall design.

 
The following comments on these Proposed Action items are the reasons for my objections.
 
2.3.6 Makai Shared-Use Path
 
Because the Ala Moana Regional Park is the beach park for the people of the City and County of Honolulu, the 
most important requirements to be met are easy, convenient access to the beach, the ability to picnic close to or 
on the beach, and, simply, to enjoy the beach.  The existing facilities which are the makai parking and the 
grassy area between the makai parking and existing sidewalk, together, meet these requirements and, therefore, 
should not be altered.  The revised design to retain the makai parking is good; however, the proposed 
“Widening the shared-use path along the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive” adds more concrete and 
obstructive planters and removes grassy areas.  Based on the way people have traditionally used AMRP, these 
changes do not meet the people’s needs and requirements.  Removing the existing makai grassy area is not what 
the beach park users want.
 
During a walk through the park to collect names and email addresses on July 3, 2018, every user, I talked with 
regarding the proposed sidewalk (“path”) renovations and removal of the grassy area, stated the existing 
sidewalk and grassy area should be kept “as-is”, “no change”.  This is a feature that they love and that for 
generations, has given AMRP its 'local' character.   Two prime examples of how park users utilize this feature 
are the large number of families with their tents on the makai grassy areas on the Fourth of July to watch the 
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fireworks display and on Memorial Day to watch the floating lantern ceremony.  The following statement from 
the DEIS (section 1.3, pages 1-6, lines 4-6), “The long-term goal for the Park’s revitalization is to maintain and 
improve the grounds and facilities while remaining true to its local character as “The People’s Park.” supports 
this sentiment.  The 'local' people have, repeatedly, said that the existing makai sidewalk and grassy area should 
remain “as-is”; not replaced with the proposed options in Figure 2-8.  Instead, the feature should be maintained, 
such as fixing the worn, damaged and unsafe areas, e.g., uneven sidewalk surfaces and dirt patches in the grassy 
area.  Focus on the goal, retain the AMRP’s 'local' character, and keep the grassy areas to allow 'locals' to use 
AMRP as they have in the past.
 
The existing design of the makai parallel parking stalls, the grassy areas and the sidewalk is an excellent design 
and should not be changed, for the following reasons:
 

1.      The existing design is balanced.  It, equally, shares the existing resources to meet the requirements 
of families picnicking and enjoying the beach and of people walking and jogging.  It has a balance of 
natural resources – grass and trees – with the concrete sidewalk.  An unbalanced option, which would be 
opposite of the widening of a shared-use path, is to widen the makai grassy areas and remove the 
path.  Maintaining the existing balance is best.
2.      The existing design is open.  It has minimum obstruction to view and to utilize the beach and ocean.
3.      The existing design minimizes the human impact on the natural beauty of park.  The proposed 
design options in Figure 2-8 impose man-made concrete structures on the beachfront.
4.      Keeping the existing design reduces project costs.
5.      The existing design satisfies the beach park users’ needs and requirements.

 
I am against a widened shared-use path because I believe that increasing the capacity of the existing sidewalk is 
not necessary as it is capable of handling the existing walker, jogger, and runner traffic.  I am not aware of a 
study indicating a pressing need to widen the sidewalk due to current and future human traffic on it.  I believe 
that allowing wheeled vehicles on a path with a shared-use policy contributes to unsafe conditions in which 
people walking, running and jogging and children playing on the path are at risk of being hit by the wheeled 
vehicles.  Because wheeled vehicles move at faster speeds than people walking, jogging and running, there is 
always the potential of collisions, due to differences in speeds and vehicle control issues.  If a child 
unexpectedly runs onto the path, a wheeled vehicle could run the child over if the rider is not paying close 
attention to the surroundings.  The path should not be shared with wheeled vehicles, especially motorized 
wheeled vehicles.
 
The DEIS, page 2-21, lines 26-28 states:  “The proposed shared-use path will comply with the Complete Streets 
Ordinance by creating a proper shared-use path along the beachfront allowing safe passage for both bicyclists 
and pedestrians.”  I have two issues with the Complete Streets design principles being used for the Makai 
Shared-Use Path design.  First, the Complete Streets Ordinance is meant to be applied to street design, not 
sidewalk design.  In Complete Streets designs, such as the design for Nuuanu Avenue and Liliha Street, the 
bikeways/bike lanes are part of the street, not part of the sidewalk.  Applying the same design principles in the 
park, Ala Moana Park Drive should be modified to include a bikeway/bike lane.  Second, it is my understanding 
that the process to develop “final designs” for Complete Streets should include significant community input.   I 
did not see evidence of such community outreach efforts to determine users’ requirements and desires for a 
shared-use path in the appendices.
 
The DEIS, page 2-21, lines 33-35 states:  “During the scoping meetings, the public asked for a wider and 
shaded pathway that could serve a variety of recreational needs and purposes. This could be accomplished by 
landscaping alterations (Figure 2-8).”
 
Based on the above statement and the proposed options presented in Figure 2-8, I have the following questions 
and objections:

3

 
       Other than “shared-use”, what were the purpose and reasons for widening path?  Was a study done 

to determine if there are human traffic congestion and/or other problems that necessitate widening the 
path?  And, was a study done to address the potential safety problems that would be present on a 
“shared-use” path?  I did not see evidence of such studies in the appendices.

       From the options shown in Figure 2-8, it seems that due to trees blocking part of the path, widening 
of the path will not be sufficient to make a difference in the path’s capability to handle more human 
traffic; i.e., walkers, joggers, runners, and possibly cyclists.

       The proposed designs utilize too much concrete and have very little green spaces.  Because concrete 
absorbs and emits heat, there are environmental issues to be addressed.  On July 28, 2018, mid-day with 
the temperature in the high 80’s (F), I walked on the makai sidewalk along Kalakaua Avenue between 
Kapahulu Avenue and Koa Avenue, where the sidewalk is wide with little green space, and I was very 
uncomfortable from the ambient heat radiating from the sidewalk.  I have never had this feeling while 
walking on the existing makai path at AMRP.  Having more concrete in AMRP will cause heat 
issues.  Studies indicate that the temperatures are higher on concrete surfaces as compared to grass 
surfaces[1].  With global warming and climate change, we should focus on a green environment, having a 
naturally cooler and more comfortable environment, and using less concrete.  With temperatures 
forecasted to rise, our descendants will thank us for keeping the park green and cool.

       The planters replace the grassy areas and make it difficult to have tents on the makai side of Ala 
Moana Park Drive.  This planter obstruction will prevent a common use of the existing makai grassy 
area for picnicking at the park and does not meet the 'local' beach park user needs and requirements.

       The DEIS, page 1-16, lines 9-12 states:  "Many park users have been erecting tents and barbecue 
grills for their picnic areas along the grassy area on the makai side of the Ala Moana Park Drive, which 
impedes other beachgoers from accessing the sandy beach. These tents also block views to the ocean 
from areas mauka of the makai parking."  The proposed planters do exactly the same two things in a 
worse way.  The planters will, permanently, “impede” beachgoers from passing through the areas and 
permanently, “block views” because the plants in them.  The tents on the grassy areas are temporary, 
and are densely packed only on a few special days of the year, e.g., the Fourth of July and Memorial 
Day.  In addition, the proposed design options show planters in positions where they will obstruct 
exiting from the passenger side of parked cars and impede unloading and loading from/into parked 
vehicles.

       Having more concrete and planters increases maintenance requirements.  In addition, they increase 
the need to have better drainage due to higher water run-off from the concrete surfaces and the need to 
control watering of the vegetation in the planters.  A well maintained grassy area will naturally absorb 
water, thus reducing potential run-off problems.

       A balanced approach for sharing the makai side of the Ala Moana Park Drive should be taken.  The 
users of the path, who are at the park to exercise, and the beach park users of the makai grassy area, who 
are at the park to picnic and enjoy the beach, should have equal access to the park facilities that meet 
their requirements.  In other words, the width of the path should be equal to the width of the grassy 
area.  The grassy area must be retained to allow beach park users access to the beach, and not 
removed.  After reading Section 2.3.6 several times, I cannot find any indication that the needs of the 
beach park users have been taken into consideration when the design of the proposed widening of 
shared-use path and removal of the grassy area was being developed.  
 

The DEIS, 7.1.1 Impacts on the Built Environment, page 7-1, lines 7-8 states:  “Recreation – There will be no 
change in the recreational uses of the Parks, therefore no adverse impacts on recreation is expected.”  However, 
if the makai grassy areas are replaced with the widened shared-use path design as shown in Figure 2-8, beach 
park users will no longer be able to pitch their tents on the grassy areas.  This inability to pitch tents on the 
grassy area is an adverse impact for 'local' beach park users.
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2.3.5 Parking
 
The DEIS, page 2-17, lines 37-39, states:  “The total number of stalls within the AMRP and Magic Island will 
be increased by 234 stalls to meet the demand from the growing population.”    However, an increase of 113 
parking stalls is recommended by the parking study in the appendices.  The 113 parking stall increase is 
approximately a 12% increase over the existing 934 stalls.  The proposed increase of 234 stalls is approximately 
a 25% increase.  The DEIS does not present justification for the 100% increase over the parking study’s 
recommendation.  Although increasing the number of parking stalls is always a welcomed solution, the increase 
should be tempered by extenuating circumstances, such as available land space for adding the parking stalls and 
the effects of the design of added parking stalls.  Reasons for trying to reduce the number of additional parking 
stalls include avoiding safety issues caused by the addition of perpendicular parking stalls on Ala Moana Park 
Drive, reducing the requirement for land to build a safer parking lot, and reducing project costs.
 
The DEIS, page 2-17, line 40-41 states:  “The mauka stalls are still proposed to be reconfigured to 
perpendicular stalls, but will also include parallel stalls where appropriate.”  The primary reason for objecting to 
the use of perpendicular parking design on Ala Moana Park Drive is safety.  Reversing out of a perpendicular 
parking stall into oncoming traffic is more dangerous than pulling out from a parallel stall. From a 
perpendicular stall, you have to reverse slowly until you are able to get a clear view of oncoming traffic – 
vehicle, bicycle, and human – before being able to decide to enter the lane and hoping unseen traffic further up 
in the entered lane is not speeding through.  Also, unloading and loading from the backs of cars, vans, and 
trucks is more dangerous from perpendicular stalls than from parallel stalls. With perpendicular stalls, you are 
exposed to the flow of traffic when unloading and loading.  With parallel stalls, one unloads/loads unto the curb 
while being between cars and out of the traffic flow.  If perpendicular parking stalls are must be constructed, 
then park land should be used to create parking lots or multiple lane parking areas with diagonal parking stalls 
should be built.  The mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive along the “high spot” could be widened to provide a 
“parking” lane with diagonal parking stalls.  This “parking” lane should be wide enough to accommodate cars 
reversing out of the diagonal stalls such that the cars will not interfere with cars in the center lane of Ala Moana 
Park Drive.  To improve safety, rumble strips should be installed to slow traffic in the “parking” lane, and left 
turns to cut across the mauka lanes to park in the diagonal parking stalls should be illegal.  All safety and traffic 
flow considerations should be addressed.  The curve around “high spot” has space to allow widening of the 
drive.  The possibility of building a single lane parking area on the mauka side of the wall at the curve opposite 
of the “high spot” should be considered.  Due to the need to preserve existing green space in the park, the 
availability of land for additional stalls in parking lots is limited; however, in light of the safety concerns and 
possible adverse effects on traffic flow with the addition of perpendicular parking stalls on Ala Moana Park 
Drive, land should be provided for parking lots, if the diagonal parking stall design is not implemented.
 
An approach is to run a test to determine if just the additional 103 Keyhole parking stalls will be sufficient to 
meet the demand.  First, parking should be added only in the Keyhole, then the demand for parking monitored 
over a reasonable number of months, before proceeding with creating parking lots or constructing the diagonal 
parking stalls, as suggested above.
 
In 1987, Robert Weyeneth wrote in his report, ALA MOANA:  THE PEOPLE’S PARK, 7.0. Conclusion: The 
1980's, pages 42-43, “"For its users, though, the park clearly represents open space and access to open ocean, 
not merely empty land.  As anyone who has tried to find a place to park on a weekend afternoon knows, Ala 
Moana has a large and devoted following among the local citizenry. It is, with the exception of Sand Island and 
Keehi Lagoon, the only beach park between Waikiki and Ewa, the most densely populated section of the 
city."  This exact sentiment is what all ‘local’ beach park users continue to feel.  Please do not change the Ala 
Moana Regional Park in ways that take this feeling away.
 
Sincerely,

5

 
Claude K. Takanishi
email: cktakanishi@gmail.com

cc:        Department of Design and Construction, City and County of Honolulu
Robert Kroning, Director, 650 South King St., 11th Floor, Honolulu, HI 96813
email: rkroning@honolulu.gov

 
Belt Collins Hawaii LLC
Joanne Hiramatsu, Director of Planning, 
2153 North King St., Suite 200, Honolulu, HI 96819-4554
email: jhiramatsu@bchdesign.com
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March 21, 2019 
 
Office of the Mayor, City and County of Honolulu 
Mayor Kirk Caldwell,  
630 South King St., 3rd Floor, Honolulu, HI 96813 
email: alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com 
 
Re: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements – Second Draft EIS. 
 
Dear Sir:  
 
This Second Draft Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS) comment letter is an update of my 
comment letter, dated August 20, 2018, submitted in response to the original Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). 
 
I would support the Ala Moana Regional Park (AMRP) and Magic Island Improvement project if 
its Proposed Action items met the cultural needs and requirements of Hawaiʻi’s people ('local'), 
met the voiced concerns of many ‘local’ people, met basic public safety requirements, had 
minimum environmental impact, and were clearly supported by results of studies included in the 
Second Draft Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS) appendices.  However, after talking to 
numerous beach park users about specific Proposed Action items, their current uses of the park 
their perceptions of the impacts of the Proposed Action items, and after reviewing the SDEIS, I 
object to the following: 
 

 2.3.6 Makai Shared-Use Path:   Widening the shared-use path along the makai side of Ala 
Moana Park Drive 

 2.3.5 Parking:  Reconfigure parking on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive to add 
more stalls using perpendicular parking stall design. 

 2.3.15 Playground:  Build a playground 
  
The following comments on these Proposed Action items are the reasons for my objections. 
 
2.3.6 Makai Shared-Use Path 
 
Because the Ala Moana Regional Park is the beach park for the people of the City and County of 
Honolulu, the most important requirements to be met are easy, convenient access to the beach, 
the ability to picnic close to or on the beach, and, simply, to enjoy the beach.  The existing 
facilities which are the makai parking and the grassy area between the makai parking and 
existing sidewalk, together, meet these requirements and, therefore, should not be altered.  The 
revised design to retain the makai parking is good; however, the proposed “Widening the shared-
use path along the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive” adds more concrete and obstructive 
planters and removes grassy areas.  Based on the way people have traditionally used AMRP, 
these changes do not meet the ‘local’ people’s needs and requirements.  Removing the existing 
makai grassy area is not what the beach park users want. 
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During a walk through the park to collect names and email addresses on July 3, 2018, every user, 
I talked with regarding the proposed sidewalk (“path”) renovations and removal of the grassy 
area, stated the existing sidewalk and grassy area should be kept “as-is”, “no change”.  This is a 
feature that they love and that, for generations, has given AMRP its 'local' character.   Two prime 
examples of how park users utilize this feature are the large number of families with their tents 
on the makai grassy areas on the Fourth of July to watch the fireworks display and on Memorial 
Day to watch the floating lantern ceremony.  The following statement from the SDEIS, page 1.6, 
lines 4-6, “The long-term goal for the Park’s revitalization is to maintain and improve the 
grounds and facilities while remaining true to its local character as “The People’s Park.” supports 
this sentiment.  The 'local' people have, repeatedly, said that the existing makai sidewalk and 
grassy area should remain “as-is”; not replaced with the proposed options in Figure 2-8.  Instead, 
the existing sidewalk and grassy areas should be maintained, such as fixing the worn, damaged 
and unsafe areas, e.g., uneven sidewalk surfaces and dirt patches in the grassy areas.  Please 
focus on the goal, retain the AMRP’s 'local' character, and keep the grassy areas to allow 'locals' 
to use AMRP as they have in the past. 
 
The existing design of the makai parallel parking stalls, the grassy areas and the sidewalk is an 
excellent design and should not be changed, for the following reasons: 
 

1. The existing design is balanced.  It, equally, shares the existing resources to meet the 
requirements of families picnicking and enjoying the beach and of people walking and 
jogging.  It has a balance of natural resources – grass and trees – with the concrete 
sidewalk.  An unbalanced option, which would be opposite of the widening of a shared-
use path, is to widen the makai grassy areas and remove the path.  Maintaining the 
existing balance is best. 

2. The existing design is open.  It has minimum obstruction to view and to utilize the beach 
and ocean. 

3. The existing design minimizes the human impact on the natural beauty of park.  The 
proposed design options in Figure 2-8 impose man-made concrete structures on the 
beachfront. 

4. Keeping the existing design reduces project costs. 
5. The existing design satisfies the beach park users’ needs and requirements. 

 
I am against a widened shared-use path because I believe that increasing the capacity of the 
existing sidewalk is not necessary as it is capable of handling the existing walker, jogger, and 
runner traffic.  I am not aware of a study indicating a pressing need to widen the sidewalk due to 
current and future human traffic on it.  I also believe that allowing wheeled vehicles on a path 
with a shared-use policy contributes to unsafe conditions in which people walking, running and 
jogging and children playing on the path are at risk of being hit by the wheeled vehicles.  
Because wheeled vehicles move at faster speeds than people walking, jogging and running, there 
is always the potential of collisions, due to differences in speeds and vehicle control issues.  If a 
child unexpectedly runs onto the path, a wheeled vehicle could run the child over if the rider is 
not paying close attention to the surroundings and/or does not sufficient control of the faster 
moving vehicle.  The path should not be shared with wheeled vehicles, especially motorized 
wheeled vehicles. 
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The SDEIS, page 2-22, lines 26-28 states:  “The proposed shared-use path will comply with the 
Complete Streets Ordinance by creating a proper shared-use path along the beachfront allowing 
safe passage for both bicyclists and pedestrians.”  I have two issues with the Complete Streets 
design principles being used for the Makai Shared-Use Path design.  First, with regard to 
wheeled vehicles, the Complete Streets Ordinance is meant to be applied to street design, not 
sidewalk design.  In Complete Streets designs, such as the design for Nuuanu Avenue and Liliha 
Street, the bikeways/bike lanes are part of the street, not part of the sidewalk.  Applying the same 
design principles in the park, Ala Moana Park Drive should be modified to include a 
bikeway/bike lane, instead of modifying the existing sidewalk.  Second, it is my understanding 
that the process to develop “final designs” for Complete Streets should include significant 
community input.   I did not see evidence of such community outreach efforts to determine 
users’ requirements and desires for a shared-use path in the SDEIS appendices.  Furthermore, I 
believe that the following supports this argument.  In Appendix A, page 15, 3. Complete Streets, 
Wes Frysztacki, Director, City & County Honolulu, Department of Transportation states:  “a. 
The Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) should contain further discussion of 
compliance with County and State Complete Streets policies, pursuant to Act 54, Session Laws 
of Hawaii 2009, HRS 264-20.5 and ROH 12.15.  The proposed alternatives and final preferred 
alternative should describe how they will comply with Complete Streets policies, including 
specific adherence to the following key Complete Streets principles: 1) safety; 2) Context 
Sensitive Solutions; 3) accessibility and mobility for all; 4) use and comfort of all users; 5) 
consistency of design guidelines and standards; 6) energy efficiency; 7) health; and 8) green 
infrastructure.”  “b. Discussion of the existing pedestrian and bike infrastructure for existing and 
future travel is not sufficient. Specific impacts to transit users, pedestrians and bicyclists, and the 
corresponding improvements are not addressed in the EISPN.  Specify the impacts and the 
proposed Complete Streets (transit, bicycle and pedestrian) improvements.” 
 
The SDEIS, page 2-22, lines 33-35 states:  “During the scoping meetings, the public asked for a 
wider and shaded pathway that could serve a variety of recreational needs and purposes. This 
could be accomplished by landscaping alterations (Figure 2-8).” 
 
Based on the above statement and the proposed options presented in Figure 2-8, I have the 
following questions and objections: 
 

1. Other than “shared-use”, what were the purpose and reasons for widening path?  Was a 
study done to determine if there are human traffic congestion and/or other problems that 
necessitate widening the path?  And, was a study done to address the potential safety 
problems that would be present on a “shared-use” path?  I did not see evidence of such 
studies in the appendices. 

2. From the design alternatives shown in Figure 2-8, SDEIS, page 2-25, it seems that due to 
trees blocking parts of the path, widening of the path will not be sufficient to make a 
difference in the path’s capability to handle more human traffic; i.e., walkers, joggers, 
runners, and possibly, cyclists. 

3. The proposed designs utilize too much concrete and have very little green spaces.  
Because concrete absorbs and emits heat, there are environmental issues to be addressed.  
On July 28, 2018, mid-day with the temperature in the high 80’s (F), I walked on the 
makai sidewalk along Kalakaua Avenue between Kapahulu Avenue and Koa Avenue, 
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where the sidewalk is wide with little green space, and I was very uncomfortable from the 
ambient heat radiating from the sidewalk.  I have never had this feeling while walking on 
the existing makai path at AMRP.  Having more concrete in AMRP will cause heat 
issues.  Studies indicate that the temperatures are higher on concrete surfaces as 
compared to grass surfaces1.  With global warming and climate change, we should focus 
on a green environment, having a naturally cooler and more comfortable environment, 
and using less concrete.  With temperatures forecasted to rise, our descendants will thank 
us for keeping AMRP green and cool. 

4. The planters replace the grassy areas and make it difficult to have tents on the makai side 
of Ala Moana Park Drive.  This planter obstruction will prevent a common use of the 
existing makai grassy area for picnicking at the park and does not meet the 'local' beach 
park user needs and requirements. 

5. The SDEIS, page 1-16, lines 9-12 states:  "Many park users have been erecting tents and 
barbecue grills for their picnic areas along the grassy area on the makai side of the Ala 
Moana Park Drive, which impedes other beachgoers from accessing the sandy beach. 
These tents also block views to the ocean from areas mauka of the makai parking."  The 
proposed planters do exactly the same two things in a worse way.  The planters will, 
permanently, “impede” beachgoers from passing through the areas and permanently, 
“block views” because of the plants in them.  The tents on the grassy areas are temporary, 
and are densely packed only on a few special days of the year, e.g., the Fourth of July and 
Memorial Day.  In addition, the proposed design options show planters in positions 
where they will obstruct exiting from the passenger side of parked cars and impede 
unloading and loading from/into parked vehicles. 

6. Having more concrete and planters increases maintenance requirements.  In addition, 
they increase the need to have better drainage due to higher water run-off from the 
concrete surfaces and the need to control watering of the vegetation in the planters.   Well 
maintained grassy areas will naturally absorb water, thus reducing potential run-off 
problems. 

7. A balanced approach for sharing the makai side of the Ala Moana Park Drive should be 
taken.  The users of the path, who are at the park to exercise, and the beach park users of 
the makai grassy area, who are at the park to picnic and enjoy the beach, should have 
equal access to the park facilities that meet their requirements.  In other words, the width 
of the path should be equal to the width of the grassy area.  The grassy area must be 
retained to allow beach park users access to the beach, and not removed.  After reading 
Section 2.3.6 several times, I cannot find any indication that the needs of the beach park 
users have been taken into consideration when the design of the proposed widening of 
shared-use path and removal of the grassy area was being developed.   
 

The SDEIS, page 7-2, lines 7-8 states:  “Recreation – There will be no change in the recreational 
uses of the Parks, therefore no adverse impacts on recreation is expected.”  However, if the 
makai grassy areas are replaced with the widened shared-use path design as shown in Figure 2-8, 
beach park users will no longer be able to pitch their tents on the grassy areas.  This inability to 
pitch tents on the grassy area is an adverse impact for 'local' beach park users. 

                                                        
1 https://nature.berkeley.edu/classes/es196/projects/2011final/GuanK_2011.pdf 
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/257669001_The_effect_of_tree_shade_and_grass_on_surface_and_globe_temperatures_in_an_
urban_area 
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2.3.5 Parking 
 
The SDEIS, page 2-18, lines 37-39, states:  “The total number of stalls within the AMRP and 
Magic Island will be increased by 239 public parking stalls to meet the demand from the growing 
population.”  However, an increase of 113 parking stalls is recommended by the parking study in 
the appendices, Appendix C – Ala Moana Regional Park Parking Occupancy Study, page 6.  The 
113 parking stall increase is approximately an 11.9% increase over the existing 948 stalls.  The 
proposed increase of 239 public parking stalls is approximately a 25.6% increase.  The SDEIS 
does not present justification for the more than 100% increase over the parking study’s 
recommendation.  Although increasing the number of parking stalls is always a welcomed 
solution, the increase should be tempered by extenuating circumstances, such as available land 
space for adding the parking stalls and the potential adverse effects of the design of added 
parking stalls.  Reasons for trying to reduce the number of additional parking stalls include 
avoiding safety issues caused by the addition of perpendicular parking stalls on Ala Moana Park 
Drive, reducing the requirement to use green space to build safer parking lots, and reducing 
project costs. 
 
The SDEIS, page 2-18, line 40-41 states:  “The mauka stalls are still proposed to be reconfigured 
to perpendicular stalls, but will also include parallel stalls where appropriate.”  The primary 
reason for objecting to the use of perpendicular parking design on Ala Moana Park Drive is 
safety.  Reversing out of a perpendicular parking stall into oncoming traffic is more dangerous 
than pulling out from a parallel stall. From a perpendicular stall, you have to reverse slowly until 
you are able to get a clear view of oncoming traffic – vehicle, bicycle, and human – before being 
able to decide to enter the lane and hoping unseen traffic further up in the entered lane is not 
speeding through.  Also, unloading and loading from the backs of cars, vans, and trucks is more 
dangerous from perpendicular stalls than from parallel stalls. With perpendicular stalls, you are 
exposed to the flow of traffic when unloading and loading.  With parallel stalls, one 
unloads/loads unto the curb while being between cars and out of the traffic flow.  If 
perpendicular parking stalls are must be constructed, then park land should be used to create 
parking lots, or multiple lane parking areas with diagonal parking stalls should be built.  As an 
alternative, the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive along the “high spot” could be widened to 
provide a “parking” lane with diagonal parking stalls.  This “parking” lane should be wide 
enough to accommodate cars reversing out of the diagonal stalls such that the cars will not 
interfere with cars in the center lane of Ala Moana Park Drive.  To improve safety, rumble strips 
should be installed to slow traffic in the “parking” lane, and left turns to cut across the mauka 
lanes to park in the diagonal parking stalls should be illegal.  All safety and traffic flow 
considerations should be addressed.  The curve around “high spot” has space to allow widening 
of the drive.  For another alternative, the possibility of building a single lane parking area on the 
mauka side of the wall at the curve opposite of the “high spot” should be considered.  Due to the 
need to preserve existing green space in the park, the availability of land for additional stalls in 
parking lots is limited; however, in light of the safety concerns and possible adverse effects on 
traffic flow with the addition of perpendicular parking stalls on Ala Moana Park Drive, land 
should be provided for parking lots, if the diagonal parking stall design is not implemented. 
 

Page  6 

Another alternative approach is to run a test to determine if just the additional 96 Keyhole 
parking stalls will be sufficient to meet the demand.  (Per SDEIS, 182 Keyhole stalls less 77 
existing stalls less 9 perpendicular stalls on AMRP Drive.  The DEIS proposed Keyhole parking 
design provided an additional 103 parking stalls.)  First, parking should be added only in the 
Keyhole, then the demand for parking monitored over a reasonable number of months, before 
proceeding with creating parking lots or constructing the diagonal parking stalls, as suggested in 
the alternatives, above. 
 
 
2.3.15 Playground 
 
While the design and construction of a children’s playground proposed and funded by a private 
organization is exceptional and welcomed, the design of the playground should integrate with 
AMRP’s existing features and address current uses, i.e., AMRP’s environment and culture.  In 
addition, the operation and maintenance of the proposed playground must be financially 
sustainable and safe.  Cultural, legal, operational and maintenance considerations need to be 
identified and resolved before the proposed design is accepted, and the playground constructed.  
A full and complete environmental assessment of the proposed playground needs to be done.  
Below are some of the concerns that need to be addressed 

Environmental and Cultural:  

In SDEIS, 1.3.2 Purpose, pages 1-5, lines 39-40 and page 1-6, lines 1-2, the following is stated:  
“The community and current park users have expressed concerns to keep the Park’s character the 
same. There was no desire to upscale the Park with modern design and added structures.”   The 
proposed ‘World-Class’ children’s playground does not fit the existing character of the park.   
Specifically, the following playground features do not match the Park’s natural setting: 

1. The large artificial surfaces which appear to cover a major portion of the one (1) acre 
playground, and 

2. The use of canopies among trees 

The playground and its equipment should blend into the existing natural environment of the park.  
The size of the playground should be reduced so it can be more easily integrated into the existing 
environment and does not overwhelm AMRP’s natural setting.  A suggestion is building two or 
three smaller children’s playground throughout the park to minimize the impact of the change to 
AMRP’s character. 

Currently, because of AMRP’s open green space with trees and the beach, users gather to relax, 
rejuvenate and enjoy the natural setting provided.  The proposed playground adds modern 
amusement park features which do not support this cultural benefit.  The existing AMRP 
provides children with the experience of playing in a natural environment.  This is an experience 
that needs to be preserved, especially for city children who live in condominiums or apartments. 
A proposed children’s playground at AMRP should have this idea as part of its design criteria. 
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Legal and Safety:   

Zip lines are high risk playground equipment.  At a City-run children’s playground, zip lines 
present a high potential risk for legal issues that need to be identified, addressed, and avoided.  
Due to legal and safety requirements/concerns, zip lines should not be in City-run children’s 
playgrounds. 
 
Splash pads present potential health safety issues.  The City will be responsible for the ensuring 
the water is clean and the facilities and equipment are safe for children.  Sufficient and necessary 
policies and procedures for operating and maintaining splash pads need to be identified, defined, 
and implemented via studies and administrative actions. I do not see evidence that these 
considerations have been addressed. 

In any case, legal and safety considerations for both zip lines and splash pads need to be 
identified and thoroughly analyzed to avoid any potential legal and safety issues during the 
future operation of the proposed playground. 

Operations and Maintenance:   

1. News articles state that the maintenance costs will be shared by the City and Pa’ani 
Kakou and that it is being proposed that maintenance and operational costs will be 
supported by income from a concession stand, next to the playground.  Particularly 
concerning are the operational and maintenance costs and requirements of the zip line 
and the splash pad.  Costs of operating and maintaining this playground need to be 
identified, and a determination made to ensure that the City and Pa’ani Kakou will have 
sufficient funds to properly operate, maintain, and support the proposed playground. 

2. Operational requirements of the zip line and splash pad: 
a. Personnel:  Requirements for trained and qualified personnel to maintain and 

operate the zip line and splash pad must be determined.  For the zip line, park 
personnel will have to be trained to properly inspect and test the lines and 
supporting apparatus to eliminate equipment failures and to ensure the zip line is 
safe for use.  For the splash pad, personnel will have to be trained to monitor the 
water quality, maintain and operate the water pump and filtration systems to 
ensure that the water is clean and safe and that equipment is operating properly 
such a healthy playground environment is ensured.  Determination if personnel 
are required to assist zip line users and, possibly, splash pad users must be done. 

b. Water:  Adequate water supply is required and treatment of the water may be 
required to ensure that it is clean and safe. 

c. Electricity:  Electricity for equipment operation is required. 
d. Cleaning:  Personnel must clean the splash pad and the water pump/filtration 

equipment to ensure public health and safety. 
e. Costs:  The costs of the operation and maintenance of the zip line and splash pad 

equipment need to be identified and cost estimates determined, such that the costs 
of operating and maintaining are known and will be covered before starting on 
this Proposed Action item.  

 

 

Page  8 

Other: 

Because zip lines are being proposed, they were probably requested by the children interviewed 
during the design of the playground; however, because of their inherent dangers and risks, zip 
lines do not belong in public children’s playground.  There may be a generational disconnect in 
how children perceive what a playground at a beach park should be versus what others perceive a 
children’s playground at a beach park should include.  Some possibly older commenters to 
articles in the news have stated the AMRP already has the features and “equipment” for 
children’s play, i.e., the children can play in the sand and build sand castles and/or other 
“structures,”  and they can play in the ocean.  Decision-making based on mature and experienced 
knowledge is needed. 

Alternative: 

An alternative is locating this proposed playground next to the Children’s Discovery Center at 
the Kakaako Waterfront Park.  The features of the proposed playground “fit” with the theme and 
activities of the Discovery Center better than AMRP. 

 

In 1987, Robert Weyeneth wrote in his report, ALA MOANA:  THE PEOPLE’S PARK, 7.0. 
Conclusion: The 1980's, pages 42-43, “"For its users, though, the park clearly represents open 
space and access to open ocean, not merely empty land.  As anyone who has tried to find a place 
to park on a weekend afternoon knows, Ala Moana has a large and devoted following among the 
local citizenry. It is, with the exception of Sand Island and Keehi Lagoon, the only beach park 
between Waikiki and Ewa, the most densely populated section of the city."  This exact sentiment 
is what all ‘local’ beach park users continue to feel.  Please do not change the Ala Moana 
Regional Park in ways that take this feeling away. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Claude K. Takanishi 
email: cktakanishi@gmail.com 
 
cc:  Department of Design and Construction, City and County of Honolulu 

Robert Kroning, Director, 650 South King St., 11th Floor, Honolulu, HI 96813 
email: alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com 

 
Belt Collins Hawaii LLC 
Joanne Hiramatsu, Director of Planning,  
2153 North King St., Suite 200, Honolulu, HI 96819-4554 
email: alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com 
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March 18, 2019 
 
 
To: Mayor Kirk Caldwell <alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com> 
CC: Robert Kroning <alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com 
Joanne Hiramatsu <alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com 
 
 
RE: Second Draft Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS) 
Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvement Issued by Belt Collins on February 8, 
2019 
 
Aloha Mayor Caldwell: 
 
I am a Native Hawaiian woman born and raised here on Oahu. My Great Grandmother and her 
parents were pure Hawaiian also born and raised in these Islands. My eight (8) siblings and I 
have and continue to enjoy Ala Moana Beach Park. It is where we played as children, camped 
with our parents, enjoyed family barbecues and communed with the ocean. It is where we meet 
with our own adult children and grandchildren every Sunday. It is home to us and today, I am 
writing you in response to the SDEIS. While there are some aspects of this proposed master 
plan I am pono with there are many other aspects of the plan that are deeply troublesome and 
frankly, I feel, will destroy this special place.  
 
Specifically...I have concerns with:  
 

1.  Section 2.3.6, Makai Shared Use Path, page 2-22: proposes “widening the shared-use 
path along the Makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive”  

 
This idea is not good for many reasons. This proposed design will decrease and in some places 
remove the green, grassy areas widely used today by old and young families alike. Addition of 
planters and benches along the shared-use path will cause access issues with those parking on 
the Makai side of the Ala Moana Beach Drive. Elimination of the green space is a crucial issue 
as park-users use the green space for picnics, sunset viewing, easy access to the beach, and a 
convenient place to keep an eye on keiki and other family members.  
 
I am against a widened shared-use path because I believe that increasing the capacity of the 
existing sidewalk is not necessary as it is capable of handling the existing walker, jogger, and 
runner traffic. In addition, I strongly believe that the path should not be shared with bicycles. The 
reason of this belief is safety. Mixing cyclists and walkers on the same path is NOT safe, due to 
the differences in speeds at which people walk and cyclists ride. There is the potential of 
collisions. I think a bike way should be provided on  
 
 

1. In Section 2.3.15 Playground: In SDEIS, 1.3.2 Purpose, Pages 1-5, lines 39-40 and 
page 1-6 lines 1-2, the following is stated: “The community and current park users have 
expressed concerns to keep the Park’s character the same. There was no desire to 
upscale the Park with modern design and added structures.”  

 
I am not in favor of this proposed ‘World Class’ children's playground...it does not fit the existing 
character of the park or the parks natural setting. A full and complete environmental assessment 
of the proposed playground needs to be done. Cultural, legal, operational and maintenance 
considerations need to be identified and resolved before the proposed design is accepted and 
the playground constructed. The operation and maintenance of the proposed playground must 
be financially sustainable and safe. 
 

1. In Section 2.3.5, Parking: The SDEIS plan still states that the mauka parking stalls will 
be reconfigured into perpendicular stalls.  

 
This was opposed when it initially was presented in the earlier Environmental impact Statement 
Preliminary Notice (EISPN). Clearly, backing out of a perpendicular stall is much more 
dangerous than exiting from a parallel parking stall. The safety issues are obvious because of 
no clear visual of traffic passing behind the exiting car. Also, in order to construct the 
perpendicular stalls, existing green, grassy areas with trees on the mauka side of the drive will 
be eliminated. That is not pono! 
 
The above proposed actions will create unsafe situation for Park users which include dangerous 
traffic flow related to perpendicular stalls on the mauka side of Ala Moana Beach, will potentially 
remove exceptional trees and green grassy areas from the park, will create an unsafe and 
dangerous environment on the shared-use path, as pedestrians jogger/runners, and wheeled 
vehicles on the same path and the cultural, operations, maintenance and safety issues 
associated with an unnecessary Playground/Zipline operation. Please PROTECT THE 
PEOPLES PARK!  
 
Mahalo, 
 
Constance Keoahunui Uale Warrington  
(Signature Name) 
cualesmile@aol.com 
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Cannot decipher writing. Same response as others on this list.
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1

Rebecca Choi

From: Corinne Watanabe <corinne.watanabe@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, March 24, 2019 2:41 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Support for Proposed Inclusive Children’s Playground at Ala Moana Regional Park

Dear Ladies and Gentlemen, 

 
 

I write to express my strongest support for the inclusive children’s playground being proposed for Ala 
Moana Regional Park.   

 
 

I am a grandma who is always on the lookout for free, safe, and fun activities to experience with my 
grandkids.  I love venues where my grandkids can interact socially with other children and run, jump, 
climb, balance, swing, slide, and hang, thereby building their large and small muscle groups and 
developing agility, speed, and coordination.    

 
 

My grandkids and I enjoy public parks, but in my observation, public parks all seem to be cast from the 
same blueprint, with identical playground equipment designed for use by only children of a limited age 
range.  There are no parks that I am aware of that have playground equipment specifically designed for 
toddlers and preschoolers.  No parks exist with playground equipment appropriate for children of 
all ages, skill levels, and physical, emotional, and cognitive abilities.  There are also no parks where both 
children and parents can jointly use playground equipment and share in a healthy inter-generational 
experience.   

 
When I first read about the proposed inclusive playground at Ala Moana Regional Park, I was very excited for my 
grandchildren and the keiki of our community.  I look forward to the day when my grandchildren and I can enjoy the 
playground, have a picnic on the beach, and cap the day with a refreshing dip in the ocean. 
 
As I read the vision for the playground, I remembered Jamie, a bright little girl from my church who spent her far-too-
short life in a wheelchair.  Jamie was over-the-top excited when one year, EK Fernandez invited special-needs children 
like her to spend a day at the 50th State Fair and experience, for the very first time, carnival rides.  Jamie’s face 
absolutely lit up when she spoke of that magical experience.   
 
It would be wonderful if children like my grandchildren and Jamie could regularly enjoy a community playground that is 
accessible to all.  I wholeheartedly support the proposed playground. 
 
With best regards, 
Corinne Watanabe 
 
 

Sent from my iPad 
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Rebecca Choi

From: curtis tsuda <curtistsuda@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, February 09, 2019 4:02 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Objection to proposed changes

Objection to the proposed Dog Park 
I have been to the public meetings held at McCoy Pavilion and do not recall a proposal of a dog park. There are already 
laws that prohibit dogs at a public park and a dog park does not, and should not be a part of a beach park. Having a dog 
park within the beach park will only encourage more dogs along the beach front walkway which should be prohibited. I 
feel this proposal is another plan by the mayor to accommodate the wealthy condo owner across the street and not for 
local residents who use the beach park. Auwe!! 
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August 22, 2018 
 
 
Mayor Kirk Caldwell 
Office of the Mayor, City and County of Honolulu 
 
Robert Kroning, Director 
Department of Design and Construction, City and County of Honolulu 
 
Joanne Hiramatsu, Director of Planning, Belt Collins Hawaii LLC 
 
 
Subject:  Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Statement for Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic 
Island Improvements 
 
 
Dear Mayor Kirk Caldwell, Mr. Kroning and Ms. Hiramatsu, 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment for the draft environmental impact 
statement (DEIS) for Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements. I am a homeowner and 
along with my multi-generation family reside at Nauru Tower, an iconic and longstanding residential 
tower directly adjacent to Ala Moana Park and beach. The park and oceanfront are an integral part of 
my daily life as I walk the entire park perimeter, using the shared paths referenced in the report, and 
also swim daily in the protected reef area. Consequently, the improvements proposed in the DEIS have 
a direct impact on my daily life and are of keen interest to me. 
 
I have been following the progress of the proposal and overall, I am highly supportive of the proposed 
actions, including any improvements that help restore and revitalize the park to ensure that it can 
continue to be enjoyed now and for future generations. I am also supportive of proposed 
enhancements and new features that will expand usage and enjoyment of the park for current and 
additional residents and visitors. The park is an undeniable jewel for the State of Hawaii and is a central 
gathering place for a disproportionate number of residents of Oahu and beyond. Within my own 
beach circle, individuals travel from all parts of the island to enjoy the park and beach every day.   
 
My primary environmental impact concern is with proposed action 2.3.3: Pedestrian Entrance 
Expansions at Pi‘ikoi Street and Queen Street.  As the City of Honolulu and State of Hawaii shift to 
multimodal transportation, emphasizing pedestrian, bicycles, and public transportation over single 
occupancy vehicles, the DEIS clearly overemphasizes and over-accommodates vehicle traffic to the 
detriment of other modes of transportation.   
 
As the project proponents are aware, there are four primary ingress/egress points to Ala Moana Park: 
1) Atkinson Drive; 2) Kamakee Street; 3) Pi’ikoi Street; and 4) Queen Street. Atkinson Drive and 
Kamakee Street are the primary vehicular/automobile entrances to the park and the DEIS is rightly 
focused on revitalizing and improving these entrances.   
 
Where the DEIS falls short is with the two non-automobile entrances at Pi’ikoi and Queen streets.  
These entrances are accessed by large numbers of Hawaii residents, notably those who live and work 

directly adjacent to the park. The focus of my comments is on 
the Pi’ikoi Street entrance (see before and after renderings 
from DEIS) as this is a component of the DEIS and is also the 
more heavily trafficked by transportation modes other than 
automobiles.   
 
The DEIS clearly prioritizes vehicular (automobile) 
ingress/egress to the detriment of the needs of pedestrians, 
bicyclists and other non-automobile transportation. The DEIS 
does not provide adequate analysis of the pedestrian and non-
automobile demands/needs from the non-vehicle entrance 
points at Pi’ikoi Street (and Queen Street) and the proposed 
action does not adequately address the volume of 
pedestrian/multimodal traffic and requirements for proper 
ingress/egress at Pi’ikoi Street (and Queen Street) to ensure 
safe passage into the park.   

 
Similar to the crossing at McCoy Pavilion, adjacent residents cross Pi’ikoi Street with a variety of 
watercraft, such as surf boards, standup paddle boards, sports equipment and other picnic and beach 
equipment that contribute to their enjoyment of the park. The inadequacy of the current and proposed 
entrance at Pi’ikoi Street (and Queen Street) force many adjacent residents to simply drive to the park, 
unnecessarily increasing parking demand. 
 
I ask you to reconsider the needs of pedestrian and other multimodal visitors that access the park and 
beach through the Pi’ikoi Street entrance. It is in the best interest of all to encourage adjacent residents 
to walk to the park rather than drive across the street.  
 
My specific request is as follows: 

1) Please consider expanding/widening the Pi’ikoi Street 
entrance to the park to include the entire Pi’ikoi Street/Ala 
Moana Boulevard intersection. Improving multimodal access 
to the park will reduce vehicular pressure on the park and 
improve pedestrian/multimodal safety; and 
 
2) In connection and supporting proper ingress/egress, 
at the Pi’ikoi Street/Ala Moana Street intersection, incorporate 
a “pedestrian scramble” traffic signal (see adjacent photo 

example), which allows pedestrians to enter and traverse the intersection more safely and car-
free. This will greatly improve access, safety and reduce vehicular demand within the park. 
 

I would like to thank the team that has led the project to date and our elected officials who have 
supported the project.  Thank you for the opportunity and consideration of my comments. 
 
Kindest regards, 
 
D. M. Gregory 
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March 25, 2019 
 
 
Mayor Kirk Caldwell 
Office of the Mayor, City and County of Honolulu 
 
Robert Kroning, Director 
Department of Design and Construction, City and County of Honolulu 
 
Joanne Hiramatsu, Director of Planning, Belt Collins Hawaii LLC 
 
 
Subject:  Comments on Second Draft Environmental Impact Statement for Ala Moana Regional Park 
and Magic Island Improvements 
 
 
Dear Mayor Kirk Caldwell, Mr. Kroning and Ms. Hiramatsu, 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment for the second draft environmental impact 
statement (DEIS) for Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements. I am a homeowner and 
along with my multi-generation family reside at Nauru Tower, an iconic and longstanding residential 
tower directly adjacent to Ala Moana Park and beach. The park and oceanfront are an integral part of 
my daily life as I walk the entire park perimeter, using the shared paths referenced in the report, and I 
also swim daily in the protected reef area, and picnic and play on the open green lawns. Consequently, 
the improvements proposed in the second DEIS have a direct impact on my daily life and are of keen 
interest to me. 
 
In addition to comments provided on 22 August 2018, I am providing additional comments related to 
the changes proposed in the second DEIS as they relate to proposed action 2.3.15: playground.   
 
As described in 2.3.15 in the second DEIS: 
 

The immediate goals of the master plan are to address the condition of the 
existing facilities of the Park before adding larger scale amenities. Plans for 
the playground are currently being developed considered with a volunteer 
group potential sponsor. The volunteer group is also sponsoring the 
playground through donated funds. The playground is proposed between 
the Diamond Head concession building and the Hawaiian Pond. This area is 
currently not an active area of the Park. A recent rendering shows miniature 
zip lines, slides, swings, and a splash pad as the main amenities of the 
playground (Figure 2 13). Age appropriate play equipment is also proposed. 
A stakeholder meeting that included children from schools on O‘ahu was 
conducted to determine the new playground amenities. The playground’s 
capacity would hold more than 500 children. The proposed playground is 
designed like no other playground in the public parks system because it 
features access and appropriate play equipment for children with disabilities. 

Safety features would include a perimeter fence, security cameras, and safety 
lighting. 
 
Overall community feedback for the playground was considered positive 
during the scoping meetings. 
 

 
 
I have numerous environmental and land use concerns with the proposed action: 
 

1) Mischaracterization of proposed action as a “playground”. As rendered and described, 
the proposed action depicts what would be more accurately described as an amusement 
park, albeit ostensibly without an entrance fee. The proposed amusement park is 
completely out of character and inconsistent with one of the main goals of park lands – to 
maintain and set aside spaces that preserve the natural environment and provide open 
space to allow breathing room within our increasingly dense built environment.  
 
As noted in the Star Advertiser story regarding the amusement park on 3 December 2018, 
children who participated in the amusement park design preferred “using natural colors 
instead of primary colors” and “kids wanted more open-ended play and also asked for 
some old-school amenities. ‘They really wanted swings and monkey bars’”. If the proposed 
renderings are supposed to represent a “playground” that uses “natural colors”, provides 
for “open-ended play” and “old school amenities”, the renderings do not represent these 
stated community needs and should be revised accordingly.  
 
If a playground is a mandatory element of the master plan, the scale of the “playground” 
should be re-imagined in alignment with a “playground” not a fenced-in amusement park, 
should remain open to all parkgoers, and any design should maintain open space and 
preserve visual design consistency with the existing park. 
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2) Conversion of historic, protected open space land use to semi-private land use. The 
magnitude and significance of converting open space public lands within this historic 
regional park to semi-private park lands cannot overstated. The characterization in the 
second DEIS that “This area is currently not an active area of the Park” is completely false. 
First, I personally enjoy and witness groups and family gatherings every single weekend 
and many weekdays that utilize this specific area. I and other families set up day camps 
with chairs, umbrellas and BBQs and use the area in the proposed action for races and 
games and other activities that require open space.  
 
Second, open space is an important and essential land use. Infilling open space land with 
hard surfaces, overhead canopies and the myriad zip lines and other amusement park 
features, such as a retail concession stand, is an unacceptable land use conversion.   
 
Additionally, fencing in any playground takes the land away from all parkgoers and 
inappropriately allocates, or grants, this land to a select sub-population. This re-allocation 
of public land is also an unacceptable land use conversion. 
 
The park and adjacent beach is in and of itself a “playground” and is in high demand and 
short supply on the island and in the neighboring area. The existing open space land use 
should be protected and preserved for all parkgoers and not converted to a fenced-in 
amusement park allocated to a select sub-population.  

 
Finally, there are nearby playgrounds that 
already serve the neighborhood. The Kolowalu 
Park, for example, is within a two-minute walk of 
Ala Moana Beach Park and is a wonderful park 
with included playground, appropriately scaled 
and without a fence, for parents to take their 
children.  
  

As stated in the first concern, if a playground is a mandatory element of the master plan, 
the scale of the “playground” should be re-imagined in alignment with a “playground” not 
a fenced-in amusement park, should remain open to all parkgoers, and any design should 
maintain open space and preserve visual design consistency with the existing park. 

 
I would like to thank the team that has led the project to date and our elected officials who have 
supported the project.  Thank you for the opportunity and consideration of my comments. 
 
Kindest regards, 
 
D. M. Gregory 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Daphne Barbee-Wooten <daphnebarbee@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2019 9:02 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Park

Dear City & County of Honolulu Parks and Recreation: 
 
Please keep Ala Mona park the way it is and has been for over 40 years. I started to visit and enjoy the park in 1980.  I 
would jog, swim and sun bath.  I later practiced hula in the sunrise  in the park. I practiced Tai Chi in the sunset  in the 
park.  I visited outdoor plays at Magic Island as well as picnic, graduation parties and birthday parties at Ala Moana Park. 
I never had problems with parking, even recently  when the 2019 Martin Luther King Jr. march began in Ala Moana Park 
this year. Ala Moana is truly a "peoples park".  I hear strumming  of the ukelele, singing, see Tahitian dance and 
canoeing, and various forms of sports and  yoga while walking along the park.  
Why did someone pay 1 million dollars for a New York firm to "fix" Ala Moana?  That money could have been used to 
house homeless and feed the hungry instead.  Money to upgrade the toilets is a fraction of that amount of money.   
"If it ain't broke, don't fix it".  Ala Moana Park is not broken, it is  a haven and refuge for swaying palm trees, blue 
oceans, surfers, swimmer, sunlight  and sunset watchers, sports of all kinds and it should be preserved the way it is. 
Keep it the Peoples park. 
Sincerely, 
Daphne Barbee-Wooten 
Honolulu, HI 
808-533-0275 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Darnell Leoiki <leoiki1959@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 1:44 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park - 2nd Draft EIS Comment

I’ve work in Ala Moana beach park for 21 years and no that the park has a lot of people and has a lot of things to do like 
walking , riding bikes, picnicking,swimming and  more activities .The park is so beautiful that we don’t need a pet park or 
a kids park.i feel that it is better as it is and our Kupono can enjoy the beauty of there park and pls don’t turn the park 
into something that we don’t need.my dad always said if you can make the kids you can take care them.I miss working 
there and people don’t know how much it takes to keep it clean and this is our park and we are the people that Born 
and Raise in this island of Hawaii as a Taxes payer. PLS. 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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1

Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Dave C <dc12345808@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, August 20, 2018 2:11 PM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: 07/08/2018 DEIS for Ala Moana Regional Park

Dear Mayor Caldwell, 
  
I am writing in response to the DEIS on the Master Plan for Ala Moana Regional Park. I use this park daily. 
 
 
I strongly oppose moving forward with these plans. 
  
I feel very strongly about the following issues: 
  

1. Widening of the promenade/shared-use path along the Makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive. – having motorized 
conveyances (Segways and scooters), bicycles, and pedestrians (elderly and young children crossing to get from 
the parking to the beach) is not a good combination and huge safety concern. Losing green grass areas along the 
promenade and replacing it with concrete is not acceptable. Families currently use these grass areas for 
picnicking. Also, with sea levels rising, adding more concrete so close to the water’s edge would only cause 
added erosion problems in our near future. 
  

2. Reconfiguring the parking along the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive – putting in perpendicular parking stalls 
is a terrible idea and will create many more traffic issues and safety problems. Also there isn’t space for 2 way 
vehicle traffic and perpendicular parking. And again, replacing green park area for more concrete/roads is not 
acceptable. 

  
3. Dog Park near Kewalo Basin – having a dog park near the beach is a major health issue. The park already has 

problems with owners not cleaning up after their pets. Adding a dog park will only compound the problem. 
More dog feces near the beach where young children and adults swim is a health hazard. 

  
Please do not move forward with your plans. 
  
I understand that alternative modes of transportation (such as bicycles) are important. Make a protected bicycle/mixed 
use path along Ala Moana Blvd. Require all newly paved roadways to include space for a separate bike lane. But not 
along the water’s edge in Ala Moana Park. 
  
Ala Moana Park could use more parking. Nearby residents do need more parks and green recreation areas. Require 
nearby luxury condo developers (such as Park Lane Ala Moana and Howard Hughes – Waiea, Anaha, Ae’o, etc.) to always 
include both designated park user parking stalls and green park spaces in all their plans. 
  
Dogs and pets are very important and designated areas for them are needed, even more so now with all the condo 
developments in the Ala Moana/Kaka’ako community. But there are other more appropriate parks that can be used for 
this purpose, such as Mother Waldron Park, Kaka’ako Maki Gateway Park, Sheridan Community Park, Pi’ikoi Street Mini 
Park, etc. 
  
Do not use our tax money for re-designing Ala Moana Regional Park. Instead, use our money to fix the already existing 
infrastructure. Fix the pond edges and paths, repair the drainage canal walls, replenish the sand, and repaint the parking 
stalls and road lines. Hire 24-hour security to stop the vandalism. 
  

2

But do not proceed with your plans for Ala Moana Regional Park. Thank you for allowing me to voice my concerns. 
Please strongly consider my suggestions. Again I thank you. 
  
Sincerely, 
David 
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1

Joanne Hiramatsu

From: David Chee <dchee123@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, July 18, 2018 1:32 PM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov
Cc: rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements 

I strongly oppose your revised plan to improve Ala Moana and Magic Island.  
 
Please use our tax dollars to maintain the current infrastructure. Fix the bathrooms, lock them after hours, repave the 
roads and repaint the parking lines. Fix the canal and replenish the beach sand.  
 
More parking at the expense of park and green space is not acceptable.  
 
Please do not waste our tax dollars on adding your Improvements.  
 
Sincerely, 
David Chee 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: david c <davidkschee@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, August 20, 2018 2:04 PM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Responding to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement issued by Belt Collins on 07/08/2018

Dear Mayor Caldwell, 
  
I am writing in response to the DEIS on the Master Plan for Ala Moana Regional Park. I use this park daily and I 
strongly oppose moving forward with these plans.  
  
I feel very strongly about the following issues:  
  

1. Widening of the promenade/shared-use path along the Makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive. – having motorized 
conveyances (Segways and scooters), bicycles, and pedestrians (elderly and young children crossing to get from 
the parking to the beach) is not a good combination and huge safety concern. Losing green grass areas along the 
promenade and replacing it with concrete is not acceptable. Families currently use these grass areas for 
picnicking. Also, with sea levels rising, adding more concrete so close to the water’s edge would only cause 
added erosion problems in our near future.  
  

2. Reconfiguring the parking along the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive – putting in perpendicular parking stalls 
is a terrible idea and will create many more traffic issues and safety problems. Also there isn’t space for 2 way 
vehicle traffic and perpendicular parking. And again, replacing green park area for more concrete/roads is not 
acceptable.  

  
3. Dog Park near Kewalo Basin – having a dog park near the beach is a major health issue. The park already has 

problems with owners not cleaning up after their pets. Adding a dog park will only compound the problem. 
More dog feces near the beach where young children and adults swim is a health hazard.  

  
Please do not move forward with your plans.  
  
I understand that alternative modes of transportation (such as bicycles) are important. Make a protected 
bicycle/mixed use path along Ala Moana Blvd. Require all newly paved roadways to include space for a 
separate bike lane. But not along the water’s edge in Ala Moana Park.  
  
Ala Moana Park could use more parking. Nearby residents do need more parks and green recreation areas. 
Require nearby luxury condo developers (such as Park Lane Ala Moana and Howard Hughes – Waiea, Anaha, 
Ae’o, etc.) to always include both designated park user parking stalls and green park spaces in all their plans. 
  
Dogs and pets are very important and designated areas for them are needed, even more so now with all the 
condo developments in the Ala Moana/Kaka’ako community. But there are other more appropriate parks that 
can be used for this purpose, such as Mother Waldron Park, Kaka’ako Maki Gateway Park, Sheridan 
Community Park, Pi’ikoi Street Mini Park, etc. 
  
Do not use our tax money for re-designing Ala Moana Regional Park. Instead, use our money to fix the already 
existing infrastructure. Fix the pond edges and paths, repair the drainage canal walls, replenish the sand, and 
repaint the parking stalls and road lines. Hire 24-hour security to stop the vandalism. 
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But do not proceed with your plans for Ala Moana Regional Park. Thank you for allowing me to voice my 
concerns. Please strongly consider my suggestions. Again I thank you. 
  
Sincerely, 
David Chee       
 

1

Rebecca Choi

From: david c <davidkschee@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 1:23 PM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu; Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Park Renovations SDEIS

Dear Mayor Caldwell,
 
I am writing in response to the Second Draft Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS) on the Master Plan for 
Ala Moana Regional Park. I use this park daily and I strongly oppose moving forward with these plans. 
 
I feel very strongly about the following issues: 
 

1. Widening of the promenade/shared-use path along the Makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive – having 
motorized conveyances (Segways and scooters), bicycles, and pedestrians (elderly and young children 
crossing to get from the parking to the beach) is not a good combination and huge safety concern. 
Losing green grass areas along the promenade and replacing it with concrete is not acceptable. 
Families currently use these grass areas for picnicking. Also, with sea levels rising, adding more 
concrete so close to the water’s edge would only cause added erosion problems in our near future.
 

2. Reconfiguring the parking along the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive – putting in perpendicular 
parking stalls is a terrible idea and will create many more traffic issues and safety problems. Also there 
isn’t space for 2 way vehicle traffic and perpendicular parking. And again, replacing green park area for 
more concrete/roads is not acceptable. 

 
3. Dog Park near Kewalo Basin – having a dog park near the beach is a major health issue. The park 

already has problems with owners not cleaning up after their pets. Adding a dog park will only 
compound the problem. More dog feces near the beach where young children and adults swim is a 
health hazard.
 

4. No “world class” playground with zip lines and commercial activities – keep the park’s OPEN green 
space.  The loss of open picnic areas, gathering places, recreational sports and play space will impact 
the entire community. With all the development in the surrounding area, the people want/need OPEN 
green space.
 

5. Sand replenishment of the beach by harvesting sand from the reef and surf spots – doing so will have 
tremendous impacts on the entire living reef ecosystem, all marine life (both in the ocean and on the 
shore), the surf breaks and the surfers that frequent those spots, the water quality and clarity (both off 
shore on the reef and near shore) and all park/beach users (marine sand contains different forms of 
organic matter, which will smell when brought ashore). 
 

6. Request for an official public hearing – doing so would provide “transparency” in your plans for Ala 
Moana Park. The public should have a chance to provide input on the new components, such as the 
“world class” playground and beach sand replenishment, which were not included in previous EIS’s. 
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Furthermore, any plan for Ala Moana Park needs to strongly consider the long term effects of sea level rise 
and the consequences any rise in sea level will have on the shoreline and surrounding low lying areas. This 
SDEIS does not adequately explore and address this impending issue. Any subsequent EIS’s should address 
projected sea levels in the next 25-50 years and beyond. 

Instead of your proposed Ala Moana Park plan, please repair the existing elements of the park, such as 
showers, restrooms, tables, trees, grass, walkways, lighting, pot holes on the roads, parking stall markers, etc. 
Doing this would have virtually no impact on the environment and community. 
 
Use your ability to acquire funds (both public and private), which you have obtained for your Ala Moana Park 
plan, elsewhere. Fix our city streets and sidewalks, upgrade our city’s aging infrastructure, properly maintain 
our city’s sewage system, adequately fund our refuse pick up, create a trustworthy and reliable recycling 
program, solve our homeless/housing crisis and improve our public schools facilities!
 
I am not against having new playgrounds or dog parks built, just not at Ala Moana Park. 
 
Build your “world class” playground near the Hawaii Children’s Discovery Center in Kakaako. Mother Waldron 
Park or Howard Hughes’ Ward Park in the Ward Village area would be more suitable locations for dog parks.
 
Please do not move forward with “your” plan for the “PEOPLE’S PARK”.
 
Sincerely,
David Chee 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Dean Nakamaru <dnakamaru@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, August 17, 2018 4:07 PM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Draft EIS for Ala Moana Park

Aloha Mr. Mayor, Mr. Kroning and Ms. Hiramatsu 
 
There are some good changes outlined in the DIES.  
I'm not against making the park better for people now and in the future. 
 
Thank you for keeping the makai parking. I think the loading zones are a good idea too. 
 
I am against: 
1) The widened Multi-use pathway 
    A) Keep it the way it is! 
2) Allowing bikes/segways on the makai sidewalk 
    A)  It's a dangerous mix - allow bikes on the mauka side 
3) Mauka Perpendicular parking 
   A) Too dangerous  
   B)  Just expand the keyhole area and Magic Island parking 
 
Mahalo, 
Dean Nakamaru 
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Rebecca Choi

To: Morisato, Elaine H.
Subject: RE: DEIS_D. Di Bella_greenfairy68@gmail.com

 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Deborah Di Bella [mailto:greenfairy68@gmail.com]  
Sent: Monday, July 9, 2018 6:16 PM 
To: Caldwell, Kirk <kcaldwell@honolulu.gov> 
Cc: Kroning, Robert J <rkroning@honolulu.gov> 
Subject: Comments for Ala Moana Beach Improvement 
 
Dear Mayor Caldwell, 
 
PLEASE dredge the rocks near the shoreline, in the water, at Ala Moana Beach.  Most of the shoreline is unusable 
because there are SO MANY rocks blocking entry to the deeper areas of the ocean.  You can see most of the beachgoers 
sitting to the left or right of the beach, where there are fewer rocks. 
 
Mahalo, 
Deb Di Bella 
Park user and resident 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Deb McCurdy <debmccurdy80@yahoo.com>
Sent: Sunday, March 10, 2019 8:33 PM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu; Ala Moana EIS
Cc: Heidi Hirsh; Lianna McCurdy; Paul "Lito" McCurdy
Subject: Keep Ala Moana Beach Park a People's Park

Dear Mayor Caldwell, Mr. Kroning and Ms. Hiramatsu, 

I have been a Hawaii resident for 27 years and have witnessed the loss of sky and open spaces in Honolulu with the 
development of all of the high rise buildings.  I have enjoyed the use of Ala Moana beach park all those years and have 
been hopeful that there would be a place for the homeless so that they do not inhabit the park.   

Additionally, I want to let you all know that I am opposed to the renovation of the park that includes the loss of the makai 
parking, the addition of a dog park, a playground and diagonal parking spaces.  Please maintain the character of the park, 
keeping all the greenery and trees.  Keep this a park that the locals can continue to enjoy.  We do not need more concrete 
development along our beach front. 

Sincerely, 
Deborah McCurdy 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Derrick Hyun <dhyun@msn.com>
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2019 11:19 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park - 2nd Draft EIS Comment

I wish to submit this email as my statement against any improvements proposed by the city to “improve” Ala Moana 
Beach Park.  I have already submitted numerous statements before stating my views and feelings against the proposed 
improvements, especially for any changes to the makai side of the main road that spans the park.  It is the last green 
untouched area left on the South shore that holds generations of memories and promises to carry on those traditions 
for generations to come if left alone but properly maintained.  Many of the proposed improvements will be impacted by 
rising ocean levels and tides over the next 20 years.  The park has always had a no dog policy so how and why should you 
have a dog park there?  Are you then going to allow the dogs to be on the beach as well?  I’ve prayed to no avail that 
you would leave the park alone, just repair and maintain it the way it should have been and not neglected the way it had 
been over all these decades.  I grew up in this park,  I learned to swim and surf here.  I’ve attended picnics and functions 
here from elementary school JPO picnic and drill competitions, to company and Union picnics, not to mention numerous 
friends and family gathers.  Our surf club which stated back in the 1960’s still gathers at the key hole every years near 
Christmas.  We’ve watched our group and club grow as the kids grew and their kids now attend our functions and 
gatherings.  We still do our paddle outs for our members who have passed from there    So I’ve seen how the city has 
poorly taken care of the park over the past 60 years.  Only now, when all of the development along the Ala Moana 
corridor large outside investors leaves much to question.  The way this whole process has been directed and handled by 
the mayor and city only increased the suspicions of outside investor interest as being behind the proposed 
improvements and shutting out the LOCAL PEOPLE AND THEIR VOICES.  SHAME ON YOU !!!!  The mayor should 
disqualify himself from these matters as it appears he is serving investor interest, especially if he is serving on the 
Territorial Savings Board of Directors and receiving a salary that’s larger than his compensation as mayor.  You need to 
use the money on our other city needs and not where it is not wanted, and will be wasted when the ocean and the 
summer swells wash it all out.  You will need the money at that time to protect the sewer and infrastructure problems 
when the sea level rises a few more feet to inundates the area.  Once you take it away, you can’t put it back.  What we 
have will only last another 20 years if we are lucky.  Do your improvements at that time.  At least I won’t be around to 
protest your proposals.  You take your kids to Ala Moana to teach them how to swim, surf, fish, etc.  Not to play and go 
zip lining.  The parks open fields used to have all kinds of activities from many different organizations.  Concerts, etc can 
be used in the open areas.  If you build a play ground, you can’t replace those beautiful open fields.  Leave the park 
alone and for the people who actually use it daily and have done so for decades.  Don’t destroy our local traditions and 
places we love to be.  Keep the big investor dollars across the street and not into our park.  The property values will rise 
just as much if you don’t do what you are proposing to the park.  Please leave well enough alone and stop developing 
everything in sight the way you have “permitted” along the whole south shore.  Well, I’m blue in the face, so I’ve said all 
that I can, but if I could, I doubt that it would stop what you are proposing to do with my tax dollars.  In fact I doubt that 
this statement will help stop you as well.  Typical of what have witnessed happen to our city over the past 60 years and 
why Honolulu is so messed up.  All the unplanned development, highly questionable building and zoning changes for the 
benefit of greedy investors, politicians, and government officials.  And so it would not surprise me if you continue to look 
the other way and refuse to hear, acknowledge, but more importantly, protect the last asset the local people who 
established and grew up in this city want to hold on to.     
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10 
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March 22, 2019 
 
TO: Mayor Kirk Caldwell (kcaldwell@honolulu,gov) 
 Robert Kroning (rkroning@honolulu.gov) 
 Joanne Hiramatsu (jhiramatsu@bchdesign.com) 
 
RE: Second Draft Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS 
 Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements 
 Issued by Belt Collins on February 8, 2019 
 
Dear Mayor Caldwell, Mr. Kroning, and Ms. Hiramatsu: 
 
What has become all too clear when looking back from 2015 to the present, when the first public 
meetings were held, and then the EISPN, the DEIS, and now the SDEIS published, is that the City 
Administration and its contractor(s) do not listen to the people’s voice.  The SAME concerns have been 
raised since the beginning, and yet, the SAME proposed actions have been maintained.  The EIS process 
does not serve the people’s interests.  Now, we have been told that any comments submitted must address 
the environmental impact of the proposed action on Ala Moana Beach park.  That approach is clearly 
shutting out the people’s concerns with the plans.  The five proposed actions that have received support 
from hundreds of concerned citizens DO IMPACT the park, and are concerns that must be addressed and 
acknowledged.   
 
I have the following comments on the SDEIS: 
1, Not much has changed according to the "people's comments" provided for the DEIS regarding the 
makai parking and mauka parking along Ala Moana Park Drive.  While the parallel parking was 
maintained for the most part along the makai side of the road, the parking on the MAUKA side of the 
drive will STILL be converted to PERPENDICULAR parking stalls. There was strong opposition to this 
idea from the get-go.  According to the SDEIS, there will be 190 perpendicular stalls.  There will be 87 
parallel parking stalls on the mauka side.  To reiterate, exiting and even entering a perpendicular stall is 
more difficult than entering and exiting a parallel stall.  Sight lines are difficult, and traffic flow impeded 
while a car is trying to exit a perpendicular stall, esp. in heavy traffic.  In order to construct the 
perpendicular stalls, there will have to be a removal of existing grassy space on the mauka side.  We don't 
need more concrete.  (see ordinance 18-46) 
 
2. The Makai Shared-Use Path:  In the DEIS, this project was itemized as "Shared-use path 
improvements . . ."  Now, in the SDEIS, it is described as "Widening the shared-use path along the makai 
side of Ala Moana Park Drive."  AGAIN, the people's comments are not addressed or incorporated.  
People did NOT want a widening of the "promenade".  Widening the promenade also mandated the 
removal of the green space between the road and the existing wall along the makai side of the beach.  The 
picnicking and erecting of tents for special occasions, mainly July 4th, in these grassy areas is a long-time 
local tradition.  I have been there on the promenade during these events, and the tents and people do NOT 
block access to the beach, do not impede other uses of the promenade.  Now, it appears that the SDEIS 
will widen the promenade, and it will still be used for both pedestrian and wheeled vehicles, a safety 
hazard at best.   

3.           BUILD A PLAYGROUND:  Although initially noted in the DEIS as “Build a playground”, the 
full description of the proposed playground was not included.  What was also never disclosed was that 
talks between the City Administration were underway 18 months, which takes these talks back to mid- 
2017.  The first RED FLAG that went up about this playground was the Star-Advertiser's headlined 
article on a "World-Class Playground" for Ala Moana Beach Park!  In the SDEIS, "Build a playground" is 
included in the list of short-Term Projects (1-5 years) (see Table 2-4:  Preliminary Project Schedule).  The 

DEIS and SDEIS state, " Overall community feedback for the playground was considered positive during 
the scoping meetings."  Just check the responses to the world-class playground article . . .  the responses 
were overwhelmingly NEGATIVE.  This issue MUST be vetted publicly, the Mayor needs to hold a 
public meeting regarding this issue.  The description of the playground amenities and the project, itself, in 
the SDEIS (see section 2.3.15 Playground) is unacceptable.  In the DEIS, the stated goal was to address 
the condition of the existing park facilities before adding larger scale amenities.  That sentence has been 
struck, and the Playground discussion now reads, "Plans for the playground are currently being developed 
with a volunteer group.  The volunteer group is also sponsoring the playground through donated funds."  
There has been NO public discussion or input.  Does it make it a done deal that a member(s) of the 
Kobayashi group is spearheading this, and they are the force behind the Park Lane condominium???  The 
impact of 500 children (where are the parents, where do they park?) in this playground, with ziplines, 
slides, swings, splash pad (at a beach?????), is glaringly misplaced in the People's Park, where people go 
to picnic, go to the beach, hang out with family and friends, run around in the wide-open spaces.  When 
you go to the beach, which is the primary reason people go to Ala Moana Beach Park, you go into the 
water, play in the sand . .. there's no necessity for plastic playground equipment or ziplines to entertain the 
young ones.  Also mentioned in the playground description is, "The proposed playground is designed like 
no other playground in the public parks system because it features access and appropriate play equipment 
for children with disabilities."  Again, this was NEVER given public scrutiny.  While no one would 
deprive any person with a disability with access to any gathering place, in the entire scheme of a "world-
class playground", there still has been no serious input from the people.  At the supposed "stakeholder 
meeting that included children from schools on O'ahu", were children of disabilities consulted?  More 
information and input is needed on this whole idea.  Security?  Maintenance?  Park capacity with 500 
children and their parents parking?  
4. Dog Park:  Actually TWO dog parks, one for all dogs, one for small dogs.  How are other dog 
parks doing?  Do owners clean up after their dogs?  Who maintains the park to see that it remains clean?  
A dog park near the beach/water is unhealthy, unclean, and a hazard for humans.  Urine, feces, bacteria 
all leech into the ground.  Already, dogs and their owners are cavorting on the beach.  A dog park will not 
curb this conduct.  The existing regulations are not enforced.  What a sham!  What a shame! 

Ala Moana Beach Park is already a world-class park.  It serves the people well.  What it needs is TLC, 
repairs, maintenance.  Maintain and preserve its local character and local charm.  It doesn't need 
PLASTIC playground equipment.  It doesn't need a restaurant or entertainment facility.  There are other 
areas that may benefit from a playground, or a dog park, away from the beach and waters of Ala Moana 
Beach.  Have alternatives been considered?  What about the playground being established near the 
Hawaii Children’s Discovery Center?  What about a dog park at Mother Waldron Park?   

It's clear to me that STILL, the people's voices are being misinterpreted, not heard, ignored, and pushed 
aside.  The powers that be are on a RAIL to their own vision of development and change, and that rail is 
leading to a place that does not serve the people.  We, the people, do NOT want a Cococabana!  (as I 
heard Andrew Perreira mention at the last public meeting for the plans for Ala Moana Beach Park).  We 
want the jewel of Ala Moana Beach Park to be polished, cared for, and maintained in our local family for 
generations to come! 

 

Diane Choy Fujimura 
1702 Kewalo Street, Apt. 307 
Honolulu, HI  96822 
 
Save Ala Moana Beach Park Hui 
Save Ala Moana Beach Park, the People's Park! 

Appendix A - Comments and Responses - Individual Stakeholders and Park Users 
198



Appendix A - Comments and Responses - Individual Stakeholders and Park Users 
199



Appendix A - Comments and Responses - Individual Stakeholders and Park Users 
200



1

Joanne Hiramatsu

From: oahu lee <nsohwahoo@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, August 17, 2018 12:30 PM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov
Cc: rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Commentary on draft EIS for Ala Moana Regional Park
Attachments: alamoanacomment.wpd

Gentlepersons: 
 
Attached is my commentary on the draft EIS for Ala Moana Regional Park which was dated February 2016 with a cover 
letter dated June 20, 2018.  An identical hard copy of this commentary was mailed. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Very respectfully, 
 
Diantha M. Goo 
3215 Lower Rd 
Honolulu, HI  96822 
ph:  988-6761  

August 15, 2018 

Mayor Kirk Caldwell 
Office of the Mayor
City and County of Honolulu
630 South King Street, 3rd Floor
Honolulu, HI   96813 

RE: Draft EIS for the Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements dated February 
2016 with cover letter dated June 20, 2018 

Dear Mayor Caldwell: 

Thank you and all the staff who spent so much time developing plans and soliciting feedback from 
the public for the future of Ala Moana Regional Park (AMRP).  Your concern for the residents of 
the city and your hard work are appreciated.  Thank you very much for repairing the restrooms, 
planting more trees ( I hope they are endemic Hawaiian plants and if not, that you will ensure that 
future plants are endemic plants), repairing the walkways on Magic Island, hiring more park staff 
and smoothing rocky areas.  The park looks better.  The rest rooms look so much better.  When the 
current ceramic inventory has been exhausted, please consider using metal prison grade toilet and 
sink fixtures.  Although the initial cost of the metal fixtures and the installation is high I believe it 
will save money and look better in the long run. 

That being said, please leave the park alone.  This park is the last bastion, the only beach, in 
Honolulu for Honolulu residents.  The park does not need revitalization, enhancement or 
improvement.  It does need restoration or maintenance, maintenance, maintenance.  What good does 
it do to spend 144 million dollars on enhancing park facilities if the enhancements are treated with 
the same benign neglect which has brought the park to the condition it is in now? 

When we were pushed out of Waikiki by the lack of free parking and the hoards of tourists in 1960, 
my father started taking the family to AMRP.  I have used the beach and the Magic Island sections 
of the park more or less continuously since then.  Like all of the city (and state) parks, it has been 
allowed to deteriorate.  The sum allocated for enhancement would be far better spent funding daily 
maintenance. 

Here are my comments on the EIS.  Thank you for considering them. 

2.3.1.  Dog Park

If my tax dollars are going to be spent on creating a dog park please accompany this by banning 
dogs and any other pets or animals from the rest of the park.  I am tired of seeing dog owners 
allowing their dogs to crap near the water.  Even if they pick up some of it (which they don’t 
always) they can’t possibly get all of it and whatever is left washes into the ocean where I swim.  
This is a public health hazard.  Please ensure that the dog park is fenced. 

2.3.2.  Hawaii Pond and Japanese Pond Improvements
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These areas were not traditional fish ponds but before you spend a lot of money vegetating the bare 
areas and hardening the sides why don’t you pay a consultant fee ($1,000+) to whoever is 
maintaining the pond around the Blaisdell Arena and ask him what he thinks about the situation?  
Take his advice seriously and, if he is willing to take it on, double or triple his salary and increase 
his immediate supervisor’s salary as well (after all, the manager must have helped with the pond at 
Blaisdell in some ways) by 25 - 50%.  Get volunteers from the rest of the city staff who are 
interested in fish pond work and let him pick his 2 - 3 person crew and train them (also make it easy 
for him to get rid of them if he feels they aren’t working out) so that his knowledge won’t be lost if 
he retires or dies.  You should also consider having someone follow him around with a video 
camera so you can record his techniques since he probably isn’t the type who wants to write an 
instruction manual.  He’ll need a construction and maintenance budget but it may be less than the 
current proposal.  Another resource would be the Maunalua Fishpond Heritage Center and UH's 
Hawai'inuiakea School of Hawaiian Knowledge.  

Plantings for the all of the bare soil areas in the entire park should be native Hawaiian plants.
Please do not reseed bare areas with more grass which needs water and mowing.  Instead, use native 
plants that are salt tolerant and grow naturally in beach areas.  If a careful selection is made, after an 
initial period when they need water to establish themselves, they shouldn't need any more artificial 
watering.  Spend some money labeling them with Hawaiian and scientific names.  Hopefully, with 
some help, they will eventually spread and cut down the area that needs mowing (another activity 
that adds to greenhouse gases). You can consult with Heidi Bornhorst, the UH Tropical Agriculture 
Department, Lyon Arboretum, whoever manages the Halawa Xeriscape Garden for the Board of 
Water Supply, whoever manages Mo`omomi Preserve on Moloka`i for the Nature Conservancy, or 
such native plants nurseries as Hui K_ Maoli Ola, Ho'olawa Farms, and Aileen's Nursery to select 
the native plants that grow best in the beach environment.  Although these plants are expensive 
initially, in the long term they will return the investment by being less costly to maintain.  Fertilizer 
runoff will not be a problem since they shouldn’t need additives or watering. 

2.3.15. Playground 

I am against this.  One should be coming to the park to interact with nature and the ocean.  Why 
would one need distractions?  If one can’t entertain oneself with the wonders of the ocean one 
probably should be visiting another park.  In addition, putting a playground near to a body of water 
is a major liability since mothers and caregivers may not be paying attention to what the toddlers 
are doing.  Is there a plan to station a lifeguard at the pond? 

If a playground is absolutely necessary and park patrons feel they cannot live without one then this 
would be a good use of 2.3.13 High Spot although it would probably require fencing. 

2.3.3.  Pedestrian Entrances at Pi`ikoi and Queen 
2.3.4.  Canal Wall Repair

−3−

These are good ideas.  Alternately, plans for 2.3.3. could be deleted. 

2.3.5.  Parking

Please do not alter the existing street parking.  The EIS, as well as other documents acknowledge 
that the park is stressed.  How does admitting more users at the same time reduce the stress on the 
park?  234 more spaces?  No.  No.  And, no.  One row of parking and the pavement required to 
accommodate those stalls near the tennis courts may be necessary but I thought the theme was more 
greenery, not more pavement.  I cannot stress this enough.  Paving more areas for cars is  a terrible, 
terrible idea.  ADA stalls should be placed in the Magic Island parking lot.  Stalls in that lot can be 
reconfigured to maximize parking stalls if more parking is deemed absolutely necessary. 

2.3.6.  Makai Shared Path 

Please leave this alone except for repairs. 

The concept of wheeled vehicles and pedestrians sharing a path is an accident waiting to happen (I 
noticed the renderings in the EIS only showed pedestrians on the path).  Cyclists staring at the 
ocean are not watching out for pedestrians some of whom are senior citizens who may not have 
quick reactions or good hearing and some of whom are children prone to darting in unpredictable 
directions.  Pedestrians, especially runners, have a tendency to run abreast taking up the entire 
walkway blocking cyclists who are moving much faster.  Last century the Hawaii Bicycling League 
succeeded in getting the bicycle classified as a vehicle.  Therefore, it either belongs on the street or 
on a path on the mauka side where the biki stations have already been placed.  If spending money 
on pavement is desired, creating a separate path for bikes, scooters, skaters, and segways on the 
mauka side of the road should be the expenditure of choice.  This separation of walkers and riders 
works excellently in Chicago’s green belt (Millenium Park, et al) that borders Lake Michigan. 

Planters are a poor choice for two reasons.  Plants grow better in the ground and are less likely to be 
drought stricken because the soil in planters dries faster.  In addition, if the shared use concept of 
the makai pathway is allowed to continue, where will pedestrians run to avoid being struck by bikes 
if the planter is blocking the grass edging the street?  I would hate to see the planters start to 
resemble those placed near King and Isenberg with the skeletons of plants long expired or about to 
expire forlornly swaying in the wind. 

As to the grassy areas complying with water quality regulations, why be concerned by part of the 
sidewalk when the City’s sewage treatment plants are still out of compliance with basic tertiary 
treatment regulations?  This is what is called missing the forest for the trees. 

2.3.7.  Roosevelt Portals 

Improving this historical entryway seems like a good idea..   
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2.3.8.  Kamakee Portals

This is an unnecessary expense.  Fix whatever needs fixing in the existing structures for public 
safety and stop.  Do not waste my tax dollars. 

2.3.9.  Repair Bridle Path Bridge

I agree that the bridge is deteriorating and should be repaired. 

2.3.10.  Magic Island Path and Parking Lot 

Except for ADA improvements and reconfiguration of the stalls to increase parking capacity I 
believe this is unnecessary expenditure.  Currently, small tour buses park in the Magic Island 
parking lot.  Some drivers do not turn off their engines while they wait for the tourists to return.  
This pollutes the air for local park users and contributes to global warming.  Tour buses must be 
banned from the park.   

2.3.11.  Canoe Halau

These plans will work until the halau can be moved to Magic Island.  The renderings look nice. 

2.3.12.  McCoy Pavillion

If replacement trees are planted they should be native trees endemic to Hawaii that normally grow 
in beach locations.

Do not commercialize the pavilion and turn it into a mini-Waikiki, making it less available to local 
organizations that may want to use the space.  We do not want more commercial operations in the 
AMRP.  This is Hawaii, not Coney Island.  This is the only beach park left for the taxpayers of 
Honolulu.

2.3.13 High Spot

Included in comments on 2.3.15 Playground which follows comments on 2.3.2.  Hawaii Pond and 
Japanese Pond Improvements.

2.3.14.  Sand Replenishment and 2.4 Sand Replenishment Alternatives

While it would be nice to have a wide, sandy beach, one of the things keeping the park local is that 
the beach isn’t wide and sandy.  If something must be done follow Option 1 which seems the least 
intrusive and requires the least amount of additional sand.  However, according Option 1 the plan is 
to raise the sand to the top of the wall which would bring sand levels above the existing sidewalk.
This makes no sense. 

−5−

Further, I’m against widening the beach to more than 50 feet from the wall for the following 
reasons:

· king tides which are already lapping against the wall 
· global warming and expected sea level rise 
· less room between the beach and the reef for water activities 
· environmental harm when mining the sand 

It seems like a large expenditure of tax dollars for a wider beach which may not last for 20 years.  
Rather than spend on sand replenishment maybe regular grooming (driving something over the sand 
that removes chunks of rock, coral and trash) of the beach should be considered.  Or, leave the 
beach alone since the ocean is the main attraction.  

2.3.15.  Playground

Follows comments on 2.3.2.  Hawaii Pond and Japanese Pond Improvements. 

2.3.16.  Moving Maintenance Yard
2.3.17.  Multiuse Facility 
2.3.18.  Relocate Ocean Safety Office 

These are unnecessary expenses. 

I do not have comments on the rest of the draft EIS.  

We, the residents, would like to have a little of Honolulu for our use.  These are our tax dollars 
being spent.  Please use them for our benefit.  Thank you for allowing comment on the latest 
revision to the EIS. 

Very respectfully, 

Diantha M. Goo 
3215 Lower Road 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96822 
Ph: 988-6761 
email: nsohwahoo@yahoo.com

cc: Belt Collins 
Dept. of Design and Construction, C&C Honolulu. 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Jeffs <alohajeffs@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, March 18, 2019 6:09 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Inclusive Playground Project

Aloha. I support the proposed inclusive playground project at Ala Moana Park. This playground and 
its specific proposed location will improve physical activity, social engagement, and life-enjoyment for 
varieties of kids and families. 

Ala Moana Park is the ultimate gathering place in Hawaii based on the number of people using the 
park. It's a gathering place for all ethnicities, generations, and socioeconomic statuses (education, 
job, income).

We know Hawaii has health and well-being issues, such as our diabetes, obesity, and kidney disease 
epidemics, which contribute to a large portion of Hawaii's cost of health care. Approximately 50% of 
Hawaii's citizens have pre-diabetes or diabetes. Approximately 50% of Hawaii's citizens are 
overweight or obese. Over 300,000 people in Hawaii (out of a total population of 1.4 million) have 
diagnosed and undiagnosed kidney disease. 

We know people with these diseases don't want them due the negative impact on their quality of life. 
If we add the impact to daily economic productivity, the impact to Hawaii is even worse. 

Primary causes of these diseases are poor diet, lack of physical activity, poor weight management, 
and social isolation. All of these causes are addressed by the inclusive playground, particularly if the 
concession stand offers healthy food. 

The inclusive playground is one of many positive social influences we need operating in parallel in our 
community - environments that further enable and foster physical activity and social engagement. It's 
important. It matters. It's impactful. It's meaningful. 

In addition: 

1 in 7 kids  have disabilities, often invisible, that prevent them from  accessing play opportunities in 
traditionally designed playgrounds.  The proposed inclusive playground has been designed by local 
children with the needs of all children in mind.  It will be a place where everyone belongs, finally 
making Ala Moana Beach Park truly  "(All) The People's Park" 

The proposed location is in an unactivated part of the park, and will cover less than 1% of park 
acreage

It will be privately funded through community donations and then gifted back to the City. 

A playground is suitable use for a public park, especially one that allow all children to play together. 

Doug Jeffs 
47-722 D Ahuimanu Loop 
Kanehoe, HI 96744 
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Rebecca Choi

From: D Valenta <douglasvalenta@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 5:08 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park - 2nd Draft EIS Comment

Regarding the EIS for Ala Moana park: Please consider to not allow the following: 
  

1. Do don’t alter parking in a way that would remove land, trees. Do not allow for mauka perpendicular stalls . Do 
not consider add more parking stalls, there are too many cars within the park already 

2. Do not allow for sand replenishment. As in Waikiki, the sand replenishment seems to have indefinitely obscured 
the clarity of the ocean beach waters 

3. Do not allow for a dog park. This will certainly take away open space 
4. Do not allow for a play ground, this will take away from open space 
5. Do not allow for special park attractions that will take away from open free access park space 

 
Doug Valenta  
909 Kapiolani 
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August 21, 2018 

Mayor Kirk Caldwell,  
530 South King St., 3rd Floor,  
Honolulu, HI 96813 

Re: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements – Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS) 

Mayor Caldwell, 

Thank you for your efforts to improve Honolulu's parks, including our beloved Ala Moana Park and 
Magic Island.  While some of the proposed actions in the DEIS are welcome, there are a few that 
concerns me because they will make the park less safe and destroy the local character and culture of 
Ala Moana.

1. Reconfiguring parking on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive to add more stalls,  
 perpendicular stalls (DEIS pg 2-6, 2-17). 

 a.Perpendicular parking stalls are unsafe 

Perpendicular stalls were proposed in the Environmental Impact Statement Preparation Notice 
(EISPN pg 11), published in December 2017, and were vehemently opposed by the public because 
they would create serious safety issues.  So, why are they still included in the DEIS (178 stalls, 
DEIS pg 2-18)?  Ala Moana Park Drive is not a parking lot.  It's a thoroughfare, with consistent and 
sometimes heavy traffic so backing out into traffic from perpendicular stalls creates a dangerous 
situation for motorists, bicyclists, and pedestrians. Furthermore, Ala Moana Park Drive has two-way 
traffic and is poorly lit after sunset so the danger is even more.  

Although one design goal of the park revitalization is to create more parking, hence the 
development of perpendicular stalls, this should not be implemented if public safety is 
compromised.  Public safety should be first and foremost, and it’s one of the top policies of 
Complete Streets, City Ordinance 12-15, which was adopted in 2012.  Creating perpendicular 
parking stalls along Ala Moana Park Drive clearly is not in alignment with the Complete Streets 
policy.

 b. Perpendicular stalls will impede traffic flow 

Cars backing out of perpendicular stalls on Ala Moana Park Drive will seriously impede traffic flow.  
Traffic will come to a stop as it waits for cars trying to exit the stalls and the situation is even more 
unsafe because Ala Moana Park Drive is a two way thoroughfare so cars could exit the parking 
stalls trying to go in either direction.   

 c. Planned perpendicular stalls will increase storm water runoff 

The grass surfaces that currently exist in the proposed areas for the perpendicular stalls are 
pervious and enable storm water to penetrate the ground, which reduces runoff and also provides 
fresh water to irrigate the trees and vegetation.  Replacing this pervious surface with asphalt and 
concrete will lead to more storm water runoff, and without a drainage system in Ala Moana Park, 
the additional runoff could contaminate the environment, including the nearshore waters. Also, 
given that “there are no specific storm water quality projects included in the master plan” (DEIS, pg 

2

3-31), it’s clear that the impacts of the additional runoff have been trivialized.  No studies on the 
potential effects of the additional runoff created by the perpendicular stalls have been completed. 
What kinds of nonpoint source pollutants are present in the storm runoff and what are their potential 
effects on the people, environment, and biota? 

2. Increasing the number of parking stalls in the park will increase park usage and could 
 impact park resources and the nearshore environment 

a. Increased park usage will stress the park resources, the park environment, and possibly the 
nearshore environment.  

The proposed park plan will create 234 additional parking stalls (pg 2-18).  The Parking Occupancy 
Study (DEIS appendix C) which is discussed in DEIS Section 3.9 found that on weekdays, 53 more 
spaces would be adequate while on the weekend 113 more spaces would be needed.  Hence, the 
proposed increase of 234 more stalls exceeds the need by over 100%.  This increase might be 
excessive, such that park usage will exceed a sustainable carrying capacity. 

As an alternative to increasing the parking stalls by 234, how about expanding the Keyhole parking 
lot, which will add 103 parking stalls (DEIS, pg 2-18) and eliminate the loading/unloading stalls on 
both sides of the crosswalks which will add 10 stalls.  Doing so will increase the parking stalls to 
113 which is the amount recommended from the parking study.  Then, if after a trial period, 
additional parking stall are deemed necessary they can be built.  

While no studies on the carrying capacity have been completed, it’s clear that with more people 
using the park there will be increased burdens on Emergency Services and Ocean Safety.  The 
effects on other resources, the park environment, and nearshore environment are not known 
because an assessment has not been completed. 

b.The installation of more asphalt and concrete will result in Heat Island Effects and which will  
  increase the temperature of the park and beach areas 

With it’s low albedo, asphalt and to a lesser extent concrete, will absorb light and radiate a lot of 
heat and heat-up the park environment, making it hotter and less comfortable.   

 c. Loading and unloading zones (DEIS pg 2-18, line 5) will not work 

Loading/unloading zones will be impossible to enforce and will place additional burdens on the Park 
Rangers and others involved in enforcing park rules.  Secondly, after unloading their supplies, 
beach users will still have to find parking, which could be far from the unloading zone. This is 
inconvenient and a complete waste of time.  Given the parking situation in Ala Moana, employing 
loading/unloading zones is illogical and impractical.  

 d. Expansion of parking lot on Magic Island (DEIS 2.3.5, pg 2-17, 2-18) 

The expansion of the parking lot on Magic Island by 38 stalls (DEIS, pg 2-18) will remove invaluable 
green spaces that park users value for picnics and other activities and also replaces the pervious 
grass with impervious asphalt which might create storm water runoff issues. 
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3. Widening the shared-use-path along the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive (DEIS pg 2-6)  

a. The current Makai path (sidewalk) should not be a shared-use path 

Pedestrians and wheeled vehicles on the same path is dangerous and creates  
  tension between pedestrians and wheeled vehicles, such as bicyclists. 

Wheeled vehicles on a path which includes lots of people inattentively walking shoulder to shoulder 
and with kids playing should not be allowed.  The makai path should be used for pedestrians only, 
just as in Waikiki and business districts where there are lots of pedestrians.  It’s been proposed to 
paint lines on the path to separate the pedestrians and wheeled vehicles, but it will be impossible to 
have pedestrians and wheeled vehicles ‘stay in their own lanes.’   

b. Widening of the shared-use path has been previously rejected 

Widening of the promenade was proposed in the Environmental Impact Statement Preparation 
Notice (EISPN pg 11) but was vehemently opposed by the public at the McCoy Pavilion meetings 
and this opposition was supported by the City Council with adoption of Bill 16, CD2, Project 
#1998107 in early 2018.  So, why is widening of the promenade, now referred to as a 'shared-use 
path' in the DEIS still being proposed? The claim in the DEIS,  “During the scoping meetings, the 
public asked for a wider and shaded pathway” (DEIS, pg 2-21, line 33) is a ‘false’ claim and 
contradicts what “The People” have demanded since 2015.  People want to keep the Park’s local 
character (DEIS, pg 1-5, line 39) and have no “desire to upscale the Park with modern design and 
added structures (DEIS, pg 1-6, line 1).  Because the DEIS claim that people want a wider pathway 
and the proposed designs of the widened shared-use path (DEIS, fig 2-8, pg 2-24) will destroy the 
‘local character’ of the park, the proposed widening plans should not be implemented.    

c. Removal of the grass strip on the shared-use path will negatively impact the local character of the 
 park and the longstanding local park culture  

The conceptual figures in the DEIS (fig 2-8) show widening of the existing makai path (sidewalk) 
and removal of the grassy strip that runs along it.  As stated in the DEIS, the "goal for the 
revitalization is to maintain and improve the grounds and facilities while remaining true to it's local 
character as 'The People's Park.'" (DEIS, pg 1-6, 2-45).  The grassy strip is one of the most 
important features of Ala Moana that defines it's local character. That local character is defined by 
the physical features of the park but more importantly by how residents use the park.  For 
generations, local families have used and enjoyed the grassy strip which is more than just a strip of 
grass; it’s a cultural landscape.  Removing the grassy strip will destroy both the ‘local character’ and 
a longstanding local tradition of the park. Keep the grassy strip.  No other park in the world has this 
feature.  It’s unique and should be preserved and treasured, not destroyed for something that every 
other city has built.   

One important premise for the development of Ala Moana was to create a park to enrich the lives of 
people and to build a sense of community. 1 Today, groups of people, related and not, gather on the 
grassy strip to picnic and socialize, demonstrating just how important the grass strip is for building a 
sense of community.  

If we save and maintain the ‘local character’ of the park, decades from now future park users will 
applaud us.  Imagine what Ala Moana would be like today, if our forebearers allowed the 
development of Magic Island into the resorts proposed in the 50s, 60s and 70s. Without their 
wisdom to oppose overdevelopment, the beautiful space that everyone enjoys and treasures today  

1Weyeneth, Robert 1987. Ala Moana:  The People’s Park. Prepared for: Department of Parks and Recreation. 
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would not exist. We are the benefactors of their foresight and wisdom, so like them, it is our 
fiduciary responsibility to leave a legacy, Ala Moana, that future generations will treasure. 

d.The grassy surface is a cool pervious surface, unlike the proposed concrete surfaces (DEIS, fig 2-8) 

As with most beach parks in Hawaii, Ala Moana can get hot and uncomfortable. Park users 
definitely want shade and a cooler environment. In fact, one of the prime reasons for residents to go 
to the beach is to ‘cool off’ in the water.  Replacing the grass with concrete will create a hotter 
surface and make the park experience less pleasant.   

On the hot days, the concrete at Ala Moana can get pretty hot, so much so that adults and children 
in barefeet can get burned.

e.Unlike the existing grassy strip which is a pervious surface, the proposed  
 concrete surfaces for the shared-use path (DEIS, 2.3.6, fig 2-7, 2-8 ) are impervious and will 
 lead to more storm water runoff. 

f. When families picnic on the grassy strip it provides a convenient, close and great vantage point for  
 parents to watch their kids swim or play, ensuring that they have a safe day at the beach.  
 Keep the grassy strip for the safety of the kids.  

 g. The benches and planters depicted in DEIS(figure 2-8, pg 2-24) will impeded access to the  
  beach, and make it especially difficult for persons parked on the makai parallel stalls to  
  unload their beach supplies and perhaps even open their car doors on the makai side of their  
  cars.  

The DEIS mentions that the tents that families pitch on the grassy strip impedes people on the 
mauka side from getting to the beach (pg 1-16, line 9).  This statement misrepresents the true 
situation in the park and is a “false-claim.”   On the vast majority of days the grassy strip isn't 
densely lined with tents, and there are times when there are no tents at all.  Clearly, the scoping 
that was done to evaluate the grassy strip was cursory, and frankly, seems to be biased against 
allowing tents on the grass strip.   

There are two days, such as the Fourth of July and the Lantern Festival when the park is full and 
lots of tents are pitched, but these are only 2 out of 365 days.  Much more obstructive are the 
proposed planters and benches (DEIS, fig 2-8), which will permanently block access to beach from 
the mauka side.  The tents are far, far less obstructive and more importantly they are part of the 
‘local character’ of Ala Moana that the revitalization project is supposed to preserve.   

4. A dog park near Kewalo Basin (DEUS p 2-6) will produce significant human safety and health  
 problems  

 a. Safety hazard 
The proposed location of a dog park at the Kamakee entrance will entice some dog owners to take 
their dogs to the beach and for walks on the makai path. It's very likely that this will increase the 
problem of dogs in the park and beach.  Posted signs say ‘no animals’ in the park, but because of 
poor enforcement of park rules, more and more dog owners have been bringing their dogs to the 
park, some unleashed running on the sand, some swimming in the channel, and some even taking 
showers with other bathers. With so many dogs and kids in the park, there is a significant chance 
that someone will get seriously injured.    
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 b. Environmental pollution from dog feces 

With dogs come dog feces and some irresponsible dog owners who won’t picked up after their dogs 
(DEIS pg 2-8).   At Ala Moana, some owners have been so irresponsible as to leave the feces in the 
sand where beachgoers lay or kids play.  Dog feces is not innocuous.  In 1991, the Environmental  
Protection Agency labeled it as a nonpoint source pollutant, placing in the same category as 
herbicides, insecticides, oil, grease, and toxic chemicals (National Management Measures to 
Control Nonpoint Source Pollution from Urban Areas, Management Measure 9, Pollution 
Prevention, November 2005, www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015-
09/documents/urban_ch09.pdf).

 c. Health risk from dog feces 

Dog feces poses serious health risk and is a source of a few zoonotic disease including 
Campylobacteriosis, tapeworm, hookworm, roundworm (www.cdc.gov/healthypets/pets/dogs.html).
Hookworms might be particularly relevant at the park and beach.  People become infected with 
hookworms while walking barefoot, kneeling, or sitting on ground contaminated with the stool of 
infected animals which is what people and kids commonly do at the park and beach.     

Given that not all dog owners will be responsible and pick up after their dogs in the proposed dog 
park, fecal matter will probably be in the storm water runoff.  Where this runoff travels to and 
eventually becomes distributed is not known so pathogens could get spread into wider areas than 
just within the dog park; possibly even into Kewalo Basin which is close by. 

From time to time monk seals have been seen in the reef waters just outside the swim channel.  
While it’s not known if monk seals are susceptible to pathogens present in dog feces, since it’s the 
country’s most endangered mammal the most prudent action is to avoid contamination of nearshore 
waters with dog feces so a dog park should not be located in any area where there’s a potential for 
contaminating nearshore waters. 

5. The Kamakee Street entrance should not be enhanced as proposed (DEIS, pg 2-6, sec 2.3.8) 

There’s no sound reason for the enhancement (DEIS 2.3.8, pg 2-27).  The conceptual drawing (fig 
2-10) is too grandiose with palm trees and portals.  The public knows where the park entrance is 
and the proposed portals will reduce the open views of that street corner which will interfere with 
driver’s views.

If work is to be done, scale back the design and reduce the cost for construction and maintenance. 
An updated park sign and perhaps a designed wall would be adequate.   

6. The High Spot area is not underutilized as described in the DEIS (2.3.13, pg 2-35, line 7)

This is another conclusion in DEIS that misrepresents what is occurring, and demonstrates that 
some studies for the DEIS were cursory and inadequate.  On most weekday afternoons and every 
weekend, the high spot area is busy with lots of families picnicking and kids playing.   

One proposal in the DEIS is to develop the high spot area as a venue for events or programming 
(DEIS, pg 2-35, line 16).  Given how heavily used this area is, such organized events would reduce 
the opportunities of residents to use it and would displace them.  As such, the high spot area should 
not be developed for programming and events. 
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7. Sand replenishment studies were too cursory and inadequate 

While replenishing the sand would be welcomed by beachgoers, the environmental studies 
to determine the effect of sand nourishment on the Ala Moana environment were too cursory 
(Appendix F, G).   For example, the water chemistry study was performed only on one day, April 30, 
2018, and did not account for seasonal variations and the effects of sometimes large shoreline 
wave actions, as a result of sea level rising, and that occur when energy from large waves breaking 
on the outside reef generates larger than normal waves breaking on the shoreline.  On those days, 
the turbidity of the nearshore waters is exceedingly high.   

With sea level rising, and since the sand on the beach is not part of a natural cycle of 
replenishment, the nourished beach will probably get eroded sooner than the predicted and 
unsubstantiated nourishment intervals reported in the DEIS (Appendix G, pg 59). It is fiscally 
irresponsible to proceed with a project that cost millions of dollars if the outcome lasts for only for a 
short time.

Furthermore, the environmental impacts of this accelerated erosion are not known. Would the 
erosion harm the Hawaiian seagrass that’s in the swim channel floor and which is a food source for 
the juvenile green sea turtles often seen in the swim channel.  The DEIS states, “Care should be 
taken however in the placement of new sand to ensure that it does not cover any existing seagrass 
beds” (Appendix F, pg 11).  Thus, covering the seagrass with sand could have negative 
environmental repercussions.  The report assumes that the effects of the erosion of a nourished 
beach are trivial but there is no data to substantiate this assumption.    

The survey of nearshore fish did not report the seasonal schools of juvenile fish including mullet, 
aholehole, and sardines that inhabit the rocky beach shoreline so clearly the study was cursory and 
inadequate.  It’s likely that the rocky shoreline is a sanctuary from predators so it functions as a kind 
of nursery.  The effects of burying the rocky shoreline harboring these kinds of juvenile fish and 
other organisms have not been addressed.  Furthermore, whether or not there are effects on 
nocturnal fish and biota, some seasonal, have also not been addressed. 

8. Playground 

I question the need for a playground.  Kids can go to a neighborhood park for a playground.  When 
they come to Ala Moana they picnic, swim, play in the fields; there’s no need for a playground.  It’s 
not the best use of the limited park space. 

9.Cost of revitalization project 

   The cost of the park project is projected to be $144 million, in 2016 dollars (DEIS, 2.6, pg 2-43).   
Rather than transform the park, the park project should be focused on fixing and maintaining the 
facilities and grounds. The City should scale down it’s expectations.  It’s fiscally irresponsible for the 
City to spend so much money at a time when the need is great in so many other areas such as rail, 
aging infrastructure, affordable housing, homelessness, sustainability and so on.  

10. The City has repeatedly said that the goal of the park project is to revitalize the park for the  
 next ’50 years,’ but there is no evidence that the proposed master plan will meet the needs  
 and desires of future park users 

What evidence is there that, as it exists today, the park will not be useful and appreciated 50 years 
from now or that the proposed designs in the DEIS will be adequate and more importantly 
applauded.  The proposed actions undervalues the ‘local character’ and local cultural landscape of 
the park by not giving enough credence to the fact that the ‘local character’ of the park is defined by 
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how people use the park.  Some proposed actions will change how people use the park and in so 
doing destroy it’s ‘local character’ and some longstanding local traditions.  

Lastly, I’m certain that you treasure Ala Moana, as do all residents of Honolulu.  But, please recognize 
that the park has an important role in the lives of local residents, not just as a place of recreation but as 
a cultural landscape with longstanding local traditions.  Don’t destroy these traditions. Please keep Ala 
Moana, “The People’s Park.” 

Sincerely,
Dwayne Batad 
___________________________________________
Name 
overdafalls@gmail.com
_________________________________________________
Email

cc: Robert Kroning Department of Design and Construction, City and County of Honolulu,        
      rkroning@honolulu.gov 
cc: Joanne Hiramatsu, Belt Collins Hawaii, LLC,  jhiramatsu@bchdesign.com 
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Rebecca Choi

To: Kroning, Robert J
Subject: RE: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements Concern

 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Dyson [mailto:cheedyson@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 18, 2018 4:45 PM 
To: Caldwell, Kirk <kcaldwell@honolulu.gov> 
Cc: jhiramatsu@bchdesign.com; Kroning, Robert J <rkroning@honolulu.gov> 
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements Concern 
 
Aloha Mayor Caldwell, 
 
My name is Dyson Chee, and I am a 16 year old high schooler living in Makiki. I am writing to you regarding my concern 
over your planned improvements for the Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island. I spend time at Ala Moana Regional 
Park and Magic Island on a weekly basis, and I truly love the place. And I believe that the idea of improving it is of utmost
importance. However, I believe that your plan has many flaws and potential for exploitation of the public community, 
such as the proposed parking structure, and the parking fee that will most likely come with it. Being one of the next 
generation, I applaud your intention to improve Ala Moana and Magic Island for everyone, but it is extremely important 
that more public opinion is heard and heeded from the community before the implementation of your plan. Also, I have 
noticed that practically nothing has been mentioned about trash, pollution, and litter in this plan, and I strongly support 
implementing and executing a project plan to fix the issue of litter and trash first. To me, the litter and trash is the 
biggest eyesore and problem, and there are many that agree with this statement. 1 dump truck full of plastic enters the 
ocean every minute, and making Ala Moana and Magic Island clean would help with that. 
 
So please, give more time to the community to give their input on your project. Spread word about this improvement, 
and get people's opinions, both positive and negative on this. I oppose your current plan to change Ala Moana Regional 
Park and Magic Island, and I hope that you will keep the community's best interest in mind. 
 
Sincerely, 
Dyson Chee 
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Rebecca Choi

From: ematsuura@hawaii.rr.com
Sent: Thursday, March 21, 2019 11:47 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Children's Playground

I am in favor of a playground in Ala Moana Park. This would be a nice drive and outing for my granddaughter and myself. 
We are from Mililani and would not mind going to Ala Moana Beach Park for some exercise and fun. 
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Rebecca Choi

From: ernestlei@hawaiiantel.net
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2019 3:34 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: comment 2nd eis

We all want to do the best for Ala Moana Park , for the most people. Renovations of the bathrooms , 
McCoy Pavilion, tennis courts, landscaping , and hiring more personnel for the upkeep and security is 
welcome to maintain the core of the Park. I see you are also addressing the sea level rise , with sand 
replenishment is a future concern which will require ongoing study. The parking re-configuration on Magic 
Island will be easier than trying to reconfigure the makai parking on the Ala Moana Drive , which is a 
legacy feature.The canoe halau , and better acces for the paddlers is also welcomed. Drainage canal repair 
and entrance enhancements are also much needed, in fact the need for more traffic secure crossing 
islands should be also done , too many have died already. All work to maintain the core of the Parks 
function is welcomed , grandiose features are not needed , like the "world class playground" with zip lines 
will only require staff to function as attendants. The dog park will only have more need to remove feces , 
and be sanitized daily , let alone the chance of aggressive dog behavior to both other dogs and people, 
owning a dog is a privilege , not a right. Ala Moana Park is a Heritage site for the Kamaaina , not  an 
amenity for the well heeled condo owner.  By just maintaining the basics , all will be fine. Malama , Eleniki
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: HI Office of Environmental Quality Control <HIOfficeofEnvironmentalQ@doh.hawaii.gov>
Sent: Monday, August 13, 2018 3:02 PM
To: Joanne Hiramatsu
Cc: rkroning@honolulu.gov; kcaldwell@honolulu.gov
Subject: FW: Ala Moana Beach Park improvements

Forwarding a comment inadvertently sent to us... 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: E. Pasion <pasion84u@hotmail.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, July 10, 2018 8:36 AM 
To: HI Office of Environmental Quality Control <HIOfficeofEnvironmentalQ@doh.hawaii.gov> 
Subject: Ala Moana Beach Park improvements 
 
I would love it if the city made the dog park as big and shady with trees as the Hawaii Kai Dog Park if not bigger. A lot of 
people in the area live in condos and apartments so there’ll be a lot of small dog owners. When building an area for 
small dogs they love to run and play too... please make the space for them also a large area. It would also be great if you 
allow on lease dog walking on your bike/walk paths (if not all at least one of them) with picture signs that say it is 
allowed and that owner pick-up their dog poop through out the path so everyone knows. 
Thank You Very Much, 
Ethel P. 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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March 24, 2019 

TO:  Mayor Kirk Caldwell kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; 
         Robert Kroning rkroning@honolulu.gov; 
         Joanne Hiramatsu jhiramatsu@bchdesign.com; 
    alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com 
  
FROM:  Eugene M.C. Lee 
 321 North Kuakini St., #305 
 Honolulu, HI 96817 

Eugenemcleemd@aol.com 
 

RE:  Ala Moana Regional Park - 2nd Draft EIS Comment: Second Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(SDEIS), Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements Tax Map Key: (1)2-3-37:001, 002, 022, 
023, 025, issued by Belt Collins on January 29, 2019 

 

Dear Mayor Caldwell, 

I am respectfully submitting commentary on the SDEIS Master Plan for Ala Moana Regional Park and 
Magic Island.   For years, Ala Moana has been a place for connecting with and enjoying the ocean and an 
accessible location to enjoy the beach for my family and myself.  People from all islands and around the world 
have come to the park to enjoy the access to the beach and ocean as well as the open green spaces.  This park is 
truly the People’s Park and Ala Moana (Path to the Sea). 
 

However, any plans for park improvement must prioritize the major purpose of the park, that is, access to 
and use of the beach.  What makes Ala Moana Beach Park special to so many people is its long tradition of 
providing easy access to the Ocean so that it can be enjoyed in many ways. On any given day, there are people 
safely swimming, body boarding, surfing, kayaking, stand up paddling, canoe paddling, snorkeling, water 
exercising and walking from Magic Island to Kewalo, SUP yoga, and fishing from the shore or the reef.  The 
sandy beach and shoreline offer park users opportunities to build sand castles, sun bathe, collect seashells, jog or 
walk, picnic, read, meditate, fish, watch the sunrise or sunset, and so much more.  
 

I applaud your attempt to improve the park, however, I am concerned that the SDEIS is incomplete in 
addressing the environmental (including public health), social, cultural, and economic impacts proposed in the 
master plan for Ala Moana Regional Park.  The following are my comments on selected proposed actions that are 
questionable, and I feel they should undergo further study and include both additional public and professional 
reviews of the plans.  The proposed actions of concern are in the following Second Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (SDEIS) sections: 
 

1. 2.3.1 Dog Park, page 2-9 
2. 2.3.5 Parking, page 2-18 
3. 2.3.6 Makai Shared-Use Path, page 2-22 with 2.3.10 Magic Island (Ala Wai Boat Harbor) Shared-use 

Pathway, page 2-32 
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4. 2.3.14 Sand Replenishment and Long-Term Beach Nourishment, page 2-36 
5. 2.3.15 Playground, page 2-36 

 

 

2.3.1 Dog Park 
 

As stated in our HAR regarding EIS rules this section does not provide enough details on the proposed 
action (HAR 11-200-10(4)).  Some major concerns regarding having a dog park at Ala Moana Beach Park is the: 
1) Enforcement of the rules regarding dogs in public parks; 2) Public health for both human and dogs regarding 
beach access; and 3) Cost of maintenance and liability for having a dog park.   

 
Ala Moana Beach Park is currently on the list of parks where dogs are not allowed as posted by the 

Hawaiian Humane society and Department of Parks and Recreation(DPR).  
( https://www.hawaiianHumane.org/dog-friendly-

beaches/?gclid=CjwKCAjw1dzkBRBWEiwAROVDLJRJMUK7j14fKGnHs8VpowpSl7xBLJhkcxrMMU-
FdWCK4rjdrd1B7xoCW1wQAvD_BwE ; 
https://www.honolulu.gov/rep/site/dpr/rules/Rules_Dogs_In_Public_Parks_Certified_2009.pdf and 
https://www.honolulu.gov/rep/site/dpr/Dog_Rules_2014.PDF ) 
 

I realize resources for DPR are limited but it is publicized that enforcement of current rules regarding 
dogs in public parks has been lacking. ( https://www.khon2.com/news/scams/pets-banned-from-many-oahu-
beaches-leash-required-at-others_20180309123131865/1025901330   ) 

 
The public health concerns for both humans and dogs at Beach Parks are well documented and mostly 

related to dog owners/handlers allowing their dogs on the beach and not properly controlling and handling the 
dogs and their waste.  Specifically, from the following references, one can see the potential health risks posed by 
dogs and their waste. ( https://www.mass.gov/info-details/pet-waste-and-bathing-beaches and 
https://www.avma.org/public/PetCare/Documents/disease_risks_dogs.pdf ) 
 

It is well documented that pet waste may contain bacteria and parasites (Wright et al,2009), which cause 
human infections such as the following: 

Campylobacteriosis: A bacterial infection that causes diarrhea in humans 
Giardiasis: A protozoan infection of the small intestine that can cause diarrhea, cramping,  

fatigue, and weight loss 
Salmonellosis: Symptoms include fever, muscle aches, headache, vomiting, and diarrhea 
Toxocariasis: An animal to human infection that is caused by roundworms found in the  

intestines of dogs. The parasite can cause vision loss, rash, fever or cough, and is  
a particular threat to children exposed to parasite eggs in sand and soil.” 

As well as “Water-borne diseases that people who swim in water frequented by any animals (or people, for that 
matter) can be exposed to water-borne diseases such as: 

 Cryptosporidium (covered separately above because it is also spread by contact with the 
 stool of infected animals),  

Giardia, Shigella and E. coli. The symptoms can vary based on the infection, but can  
include diarrhea, vomiting and stomach cramps.” 

 
Issues of dog health also need to be considered including their exposure to the above bacteria and 

parasites, but also serious conditions resulting from sand and salt water consumption.  
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As in many sections of the SDEIS, the economic impact is not addressed as to the needed cost to develop 
the area for the dog park, signage, and ongoing cleaning, maintenance and enforcement of park rules for dogs in 
the entire park. 
 
 

 
2.3.5 Parking 

Associated with proposed action item in 2.3.5 parking, there is a proposal to reconfigure parking on the 
mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive by changing existing parallel parking stalls to perpendicular stalls. 
 

Parking expansion for this runs counter to studies in the Traffic evaluation in appendix B which concludes 
that increased traffic could be mitigated by decreasing vehicular access and increasing pedestrian access to the park. 
In the Parking Occupancy Study in appendix C, it concluded the need for up to 113 new parking spaces for weekend 
occupancy which has the greatest demand.   But the proposed increase of 243 parking spaces is more than twice what 
is needed.   The location of the parking spaces proposed are not optimal to where they are needed during high 
volume times.  Currently, most of the time parking capacity is below 90% which questions the need for additional 
parking spaces, but also environmentally impacts the park through the loss of grass and trees. 
 

My concerns center again on safety and how perpendicular parking has drivers backing out into the street 
with limited visibility.   The consideration for more parking could be mitigated with redesign of existing areas such 
as by Magic Island and the McCoy Pavilion area without disruption of grass or trees in other areas. 
 

Additional safety concerns with perpendicular parking on the mauka side is the inconvenience compared to 
parallel parking.  Families who bring their beach and picnic stuff to the park will find it more difficult to open their 
car doors to unload.  It will be more dangerous for wheeled vehicles such as bicycles, or other cars on the street, as 
backing out of a perpendicular stall impedes traffic flow and creates situations of limited visibility when exiting a 
perpendicular stall. 

 
Also, the impact of creating perpendicular stalls will involve removing the existing grassy areas and trees 

from the mauka side.  We need to preserve the grassy areas of the park, and not remove trees, some of which are 
considered exceptional.  

 
 Perpendicular parking requires twice as much space length-wise, requiring the permanent elimination of 
significant grassy areas and removal of trees, and disruption due to roadwork on Ala Moana Park Drive.  

 
I recommend further study to determine further parking needs for a year to determine if this is sufficient for 

the overflow parking needed on weekends and at special events before incurring the additional expense of Tax payer 
dollars, disruption to the traffic in the park, and permanent loss of green space on the mauka lawn. Converting some 
existing Mauka parallel parking to perpendicular parking would yield 94 more spaces, but create dangerous traffic, 
loss of green space for park users, and significant cost to taxpayers.   

 
 
 

2.3.6 Makai Shared-Use Path and 2.3.10 Magic Island (Ala Wai Boat Harbor) Shared-Use Path 

Associated with proposed action 2.3.6, Widening the shared-use path along the makai side of Ala Moana 
Park Drive and discussed in 2.3.10 Magic Island Shared-Use Path.   Both propose the widening of the path at the 
expense of removing the grass strip and proposing multi-modal use. 
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My major concerns center around safety, environmental, social and cultural impacts and economic 
considerations.  On page 2-22, lines 26 to 28 that “The proposed shared-use path will comply with the Complete 
Streets Ordinance by creating a proper shared-use path along the beachfront allowing safe passage for both 
bicyclists and pedestrians.”  In the City and County of Honolulu Complete Streets Design Manual, bicycle 
passage needs to be separate from pedestrian passage due to safety concerns.  Again, the issues of enforcement 
and limiting wheeled traffic on a shared-use path would incur additional cost as well as the maintenance of the 
pathway. 

 
The proposed widening of the path would diminish the grass and tree positioning along the path which 

would further impact the social and cultural practices of families enjoying the Beach Park and access to the beach.  
There is concern regarding the disruption of historic features along the path by the beach (makai) side of Ala 
Moana Park Drive.  As for the Magic Island Shared-Use Path, the same issues of safety need to be addressed in 
having bicyclist and pedestrians on the same path, alternatives need to be developed. 

 
I recommend actions that could improve the function of the park and preserve the beauty of the natural 

environment by maintaining and repairing the sidewalks and grassy areas; increase maintenance of showers and 
bathrooms; providing sturdy and attractive trash receptacles and charcoal disposal areas to prevent litter.   

 The expense towards repairing and maintaining the paths would improve access and reduce the cost 
needed to address major repairs later.  The question is also how the effects of climate change will impact the 
proposed shared-use path and the cost of not addressing changes to mitigate the impact of rising tides. 

 

 
2.3.14 and 2.4 Sand Replenishment and Long-term Beach Nourishment 
 

The materials in the SDEIS are superficial and the appendices that address the sand replenishment issues 
were well done but did not provide for public review and did not address the major cultural and economic 
impacts.  Opposition to this proposed action is based on examination of the studies from sand/beach 
replenishment in near-by Waikiki.  The major impact is both environmental and economic given that the current 
rates of sea level rise estimates the rates of loss would be greater than the measured 27% annual loss see in 
Waikiki documented eight years ago, that would change the estimates of needing beach nourishment to less than 
10 years.  It is noted that the studies regarding the sites for sand replenishment do not include the hydro-dynamic 
changes to both the currents and surf that would result from the removal of sand from those sites. Although, the 
marine environment studies were very informative and speak to needing further study to track the changes after 
beach nourishment treatment. 

 
I recommend proper public review and discussion of the actual proposed plans so that we can better 

understand the environmental and economic impacts of this type of treatment and address concerns to provide 
beach for the people to enjoy. 
 
The following are comments voiced in opposition to this proposed action. 
 

1. Dredging offshore sand has serious environmental impacts and should not be implemented unless there 
are certain threats to life or important, irreplaceable properties.  Here, offshore sand mining is proposed 
for a sand replenishment project that is largely aesthetic. If sand replenishment is deemed absolutely 
necessary, then the City should look at nearshore sources or sources of sand even if they are not the more 
desirable white-beach sand.   
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2. Turbidity impacts of offshore sand mining are not comprehensively discussed and fail to include studies 
of indirect, secondary impacts. Some studies have shown long term effects from dredging. Many of these 
impacts are unknown and need further study. 

3. The offshore sand mining study was prepared by the same entity that concluded there would not be 
significant impacts to Waikīkī surf breaks.  Members and others from the public have noticed many 
changes to Waikīkī surf. 

4. Offshore sand mining was not discussed in the first DEIS.  The offshore sand mining action was added to 
the second DEIS, but this second draft fails to detail cumulative impacts. 

5. Both studies concluded these areas are not populated with “food fish” but listed manini amongst the 
species found there.  Additionally, moi and papio are caught in the channel.  The biota assessment says 
nothing about the halalu, sardines, and oama schools in the swim channel that are cultural resources for 
all kinds of family fishing activities. 

6. The MRCI assessment only looked at biota in the swim channel and the additional SEI assessment only 
discussed the offshore sand mining area. Both studies missed the critically important reef and nearby 
rubble areas. 

7. Oio, tako, and weke are regularly found on the reef. These species eat small crabs, on the reef and are 
vital cultural resources and food species for our members. 

8. The area makai of the shallow reef and just mauka of the offshore sand mining area is also rich with 
marine biota, including the endangered Hawaiian monk seal, which are regularly viewed by our members 
who surf and dive in that area. 

9. Studies of the offshore sand mining area missed many species that pass through that area, including Mū, 
which is a prized food fish and lives in rubble and sand areas near reef, papio, uhu, various sharks, rays, 
and sea cucumbers. 

10. Offshore sand mining can displace habitat for the endemic Manu o Ku birds, green sea turtles, rays, and 
other species. 

11. Many of our members enjoy surfing in these areas. Displacement of sand can cause changes to make up 
of the sea floor. Offshore sand mining and beach replenishment have been linked to increases in spinal 
injuries consequent to ocean recreational users diving or falling into areas that were previously deeper or 
due to steeper waves caused by changed seafloor depths.  Two surfers were paralyzed after the Waikīkī 
beach replenishment project and sued the State. http://www.hawaiinewsnow.com/story/27473796/new-
lawsuits-claim-waikiki-sand-project-caused-severe-injuries/    

12. The (high) costs of the selected dredging sand source and replenishing the Ala Moana Regional Beach 
Park’s shoreline can be not be reasonably justified when considering the potential risks to the life along 
the parts of the existing shoreline and its reefs.  Because there is sufficient sandy areas along the Diamond 
Head and Ewa ends of the beach, leaving the beach “as-is” is a reasonable approach until such time when 
the entire beach no longer has any sandy areas. 

 
 
 
2.3.15 Playground 
 

Although at the April 28th, 2016 public meeting when the Master Plan was presented and in the 9-point 
community action plan included a new playground, page 1-15, line 22, it mentions that the actions could be 
completed without an environmental review.  However, given the scope and implications of the proposed “world-
class playground” this proposed action needs to undergo full due process of a full and complete environmental 
impact assessment to understand the environmental (including public health), social, cultural, and economic 
review and the current presentation does not provide enough details to evaluate the proposed action of a 
playground at Ala Moana Park.  
 

Not until recently have the proposed plans for the playground been presented with a paucity of facts as to 
how they would address the safety, maintenance, and funding issues beyond the initial construction which would 
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be funded by a private group.  This type of playground is a great idea but is Ala Moana Regional Park the right 
location? 
 

For Safety issues and as parents we ask are the appropriate environmental and safety standards addressed 
as documented in our State DHS and Federal guidelines?  In the design presentation a type of zip line was 
presented and there are concerns regarding the safety of the feature given seriousness of the possible injuries from 
that type of feature.  Also splash pads present potential health safety issues and the city will be responsible for the 
ensuring that the water is clean, and the facilities and equipment are safe for children.  Necessary policies and 
procedures for operating and maintaining this type of facility and equipment need to be identified, addressed, 
defined and implemented. 

 
For social and cultural issues, the SDEIS, 1.3.2 Purpose, pages 1-5, lines 39-40 and page 1-6, lines 1-2, 

the following is stated: “The community and current park users have expressed concerns to keep the Park’s 
character the same. There was no desire to upscale the Park with modern design and added structures.”   The 
proposed ‘World-Class’ children’s playground does not fit the existing character of the park.    

 
Specifically, the following playground features do not match the Park’s natural setting: 
1. The large artificial surfaces which appear to cover a major portion of the one (1) acre playground, and  
2. The use of canopies among trees 

 
The playground and its equipment should blend into the existing natural environment of the park.   

 For the economic issues the SDEIS is charged to address the needs for the maintenance and repair of this 
facility and the liability posed by having the facility on public property.  As tax payers, are the full operational, 
maintenance, repair, and liability issues documented with plans to implement ongoing care of the facility or will 
this playground fall to disrepair and not be usable as several other public playgrounds exist in our state?  Will it 
remain sustainable and safe?   

 
I strongly recommend a full independent EIS with public review and discussion for the proposed “world-

class playground” where ever it may be located. 
 

 

An informed and open approach to these and other issues on the master plan is best so that we can come 
to consensus as to the future of Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island.  The bottom line is that it is the 
people’s resources both the environment and through the taxes we pay.  Thank you so much for this opportunity 
taking my points into consideration.  In closing, thank you, again, for allowing me to submit my comments and 
voice my concerns.   I would also like to express my appreciation for the other proposed actions that are needed to 
maintain the park and its resources in addition to repairing the broken parts of the park.  I do hope you are 
listening to what the people of Hawaii want and do not want for their Park, “The People’s Park”.  

 
      Sincerely yours, 
  
      Eugene M.C. Lee   

321 North Kuakini St., #305, Honolulu, HI 96817 
      Email: eugenemcleemd@aol.com 
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August 21, 2018 

Mayor Kirk Caldwell,  
530 South King St., 3rd Floor,  
Honolulu, HI 96813 

Re: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements – Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS) 

Mayor Caldwell, 

Thank you for your efforts to improve Honolulu's parks, including our beloved Ala Moana Park and 
Magic Island.  While some of the proposed actions in the DEIS are welcome, there are a few that 
concerns me because they will make the park less safe and destroy the local character and culture of 
Ala Moana.

1. Reconfiguring parking on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive to add more stalls,  
 perpendicular stalls (DEIS pg 2-6, 2-17). 

 a.Perpendicular parking stalls are unsafe 

Perpendicular stalls were proposed in the Environmental Impact Statement Preparation Notice 
(EISPN pg 11), published in December 2017, and were vehemently opposed by the public because 
they would create serious safety issues.  So, why are they still included in the DEIS (178 stalls, 
DEIS pg 2-18)?  Ala Moana Park Drive is not a parking lot.  It's a thoroughfare, with consistent and 
sometimes heavy traffic so backing out into traffic from perpendicular stalls creates a dangerous 
situation for motorists, bicyclists, and pedestrians. Furthermore, Ala Moana Park Drive has two-way 
traffic and is poorly lit after sunset so the danger is even more.  

Although one design goal of the park revitalization is to create more parking, hence the 
development of perpendicular stalls, this should not be implemented if public safety is 
compromised.  Public safety should be first and foremost, and it’s one of the top policies of 
Complete Streets, City Ordinance 12-15, which was adopted in 2012.  Creating perpendicular 
parking stalls along Ala Moana Park Drive clearly is not in alignment with the Complete Streets 
policy.

 b. Perpendicular stalls will impede traffic flow 

Cars backing out of perpendicular stalls on Ala Moana Park Drive will seriously impede traffic flow.  
Traffic will come to a stop as it waits for cars trying to exit the stalls and the situation is even more 
unsafe because Ala Moana Park Drive is a two way thoroughfare so cars could exit the parking 
stalls trying to go in either direction.   

 c. Planned perpendicular stalls will increase storm water runoff 

The grass surfaces that currently exist in the proposed areas for the perpendicular stalls are 
pervious and enable storm water to penetrate the ground, which reduces runoff and also provides 
fresh water to irrigate the trees and vegetation.  Replacing this pervious surface with asphalt and 
concrete will lead to more storm water runoff, and without a drainage system in Ala Moana Park, 
the additional runoff could contaminate the environment, including the nearshore waters. Also, 
given that “there are no specific storm water quality projects included in the master plan” (DEIS, pg 

2

3-31), it’s clear that the impacts of the additional runoff have been trivialized.  No studies on the 
potential effects of the additional runoff created by the perpendicular stalls have been completed. 
What kinds of nonpoint source pollutants are present in the storm runoff and what are their potential 
effects on the people, environment, and biota? 

2. Increasing the number of parking stalls in the park will increase park usage and could 
 impact park resources and the nearshore environment 

a. Increased park usage will stress the park resources, the park environment, and possibly the 
nearshore environment.  

The proposed park plan will create 234 additional parking stalls (pg 2-18).  The Parking Occupancy 
Study (DEIS appendix C) which is discussed in DEIS Section 3.9 found that on weekdays, 53 more 
spaces would be adequate while on the weekend 113 more spaces would be needed.  Hence, the 
proposed increase of 234 more stalls exceeds the need by over 100%.  This increase might be 
excessive, such that park usage will exceed a sustainable carrying capacity. 

As an alternative to increasing the parking stalls by 234, how about expanding the Keyhole parking 
lot, which will add 103 parking stalls (DEIS, pg 2-18) and eliminate the loading/unloading stalls on 
both sides of the crosswalks which will add 10 stalls.  Doing so will increase the parking stalls to 
113 which is the amount recommended from the parking study.  Then, if after a trial period, 
additional parking stall are deemed necessary they can be built.  

While no studies on the carrying capacity have been completed, it’s clear that with more people 
using the park there will be increased burdens on Emergency Services and Ocean Safety.  The 
effects on other resources, the park environment, and nearshore environment are not known 
because an assessment has not been completed. 

b.The installation of more asphalt and concrete will result in Heat Island Effects and which will  
  increase the temperature of the park and beach areas 

With it’s low albedo, asphalt and to a lesser extent concrete, will absorb light and radiate a lot of 
heat and heat-up the park environment, making it hotter and less comfortable.   

 c. Loading and unloading zones (DEIS pg 2-18, line 5) will not work 

Loading/unloading zones will be impossible to enforce and will place additional burdens on the Park 
Rangers and others involved in enforcing park rules.  Secondly, after unloading their supplies, 
beach users will still have to find parking, which could be far from the unloading zone. This is 
inconvenient and a complete waste of time.  Given the parking situation in Ala Moana, employing 
loading/unloading zones is illogical and impractical.  

 d. Expansion of parking lot on Magic Island (DEIS 2.3.5, pg 2-17, 2-18) 

The expansion of the parking lot on Magic Island by 38 stalls (DEIS, pg 2-18) will remove invaluable 
green spaces that park users value for picnics and other activities and also replaces the pervious 
grass with impervious asphalt which might create storm water runoff issues. 
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3. Widening the shared-use-path along the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive (DEIS pg 2-6)  

a. The current Makai path (sidewalk) should not be a shared-use path 

Pedestrians and wheeled vehicles on the same path is dangerous and creates  
  tension between pedestrians and wheeled vehicles, such as bicyclists. 

Wheeled vehicles on a path which includes lots of people inattentively walking shoulder to shoulder 
and with kids playing should not be allowed.  The makai path should be used for pedestrians only, 
just as in Waikiki and business districts where there are lots of pedestrians.  It’s been proposed to 
paint lines on the path to separate the pedestrians and wheeled vehicles, but it will be impossible to 
have pedestrians and wheeled vehicles ‘stay in their own lanes.’   

b. Widening of the shared-use path has been previously rejected 

Widening of the promenade was proposed in the Environmental Impact Statement Preparation 
Notice (EISPN pg 11) but was vehemently opposed by the public at the McCoy Pavilion meetings 
and this opposition was supported by the City Council with adoption of Bill 16, CD2, Project 
#1998107 in early 2018.  So, why is widening of the promenade, now referred to as a 'shared-use 
path' in the DEIS still being proposed? The claim in the DEIS,  “During the scoping meetings, the 
public asked for a wider and shaded pathway” (DEIS, pg 2-21, line 33) is a ‘false’ claim and 
contradicts what “The People” have demanded since 2015.  People want to keep the Park’s local 
character (DEIS, pg 1-5, line 39) and have no “desire to upscale the Park with modern design and 
added structures (DEIS, pg 1-6, line 1).  Because the DEIS claim that people want a wider pathway 
and the proposed designs of the widened shared-use path (DEIS, fig 2-8, pg 2-24) will destroy the 
‘local character’ of the park, the proposed widening plans should not be implemented.    

c. Removal of the grass strip on the shared-use path will negatively impact the local character of the 
 park and the longstanding local park culture  

The conceptual figures in the DEIS (fig 2-8) show widening of the existing makai path (sidewalk) 
and removal of the grassy strip that runs along it.  As stated in the DEIS, the "goal for the 
revitalization is to maintain and improve the grounds and facilities while remaining true to it's local 
character as 'The People's Park.'" (DEIS, pg 1-6, 2-45).  The grassy strip is one of the most 
important features of Ala Moana that defines it's local character. That local character is defined by 
the physical features of the park but more importantly by how residents use the park.  For 
generations, local families have used and enjoyed the grassy strip which is more than just a strip of 
grass; it’s a cultural landscape.  Removing the grassy strip will destroy both the ‘local character’ and 
a longstanding local tradition of the park. Keep the grassy strip.  No other park in the world has this 
feature.  It’s unique and should be preserved and treasured, not destroyed for something that every 
other city has built.   

One important premise for the development of Ala Moana was to create a park to enrich the lives of 
people and to build a sense of community. 1 Today, groups of people, related and not, gather on the 
grassy strip to picnic and socialize, demonstrating just how important the grass strip is for building a 
sense of community.  

If we save and maintain the ‘local character’ of the park, decades from now future park users will 
applaud us.  Imagine what Ala Moana would be like today, if our forebearers allowed the 
development of Magic Island into the resorts proposed in the 50s, 60s and 70s. Without their 
wisdom to oppose overdevelopment, the beautiful space that everyone enjoys and treasures today  

1Weyeneth, Robert 1987. Ala Moana:  The People’s Park. Prepared for: Department of Parks and Recreation. 
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would not exist. We are the benefactors of their foresight and wisdom, so like them, it is our 
fiduciary responsibility to leave a legacy, Ala Moana, that future generations will treasure. 

d.The grassy surface is a cool pervious surface, unlike the proposed concrete surfaces (DEIS, fig 2-8) 

As with most beach parks in Hawaii, Ala Moana can get hot and uncomfortable. Park users 
definitely want shade and a cooler environment. In fact, one of the prime reasons for residents to go 
to the beach is to ‘cool off’ in the water.  Replacing the grass with concrete will create a hotter 
surface and make the park experience less pleasant.   

On the hot days, the concrete at Ala Moana can get pretty hot, so much so that adults and children 
in barefeet can get burned.

e.Unlike the existing grassy strip which is a pervious surface, the proposed  
 concrete surfaces for the shared-use path (DEIS, 2.3.6, fig 2-7, 2-8 ) are impervious and will 
 lead to more storm water runoff. 

f. When families picnic on the grassy strip it provides a convenient, close and great vantage point for  
 parents to watch their kids swim or play, ensuring that they have a safe day at the beach.  
 Keep the grassy strip for the safety of the kids.  

 g. The benches and planters depicted in DEIS(figure 2-8, pg 2-24) will impeded access to the  
  beach, and make it especially difficult for persons parked on the makai parallel stalls to  
  unload their beach supplies and perhaps even open their car doors on the makai side of their  
  cars.  

The DEIS mentions that the tents that families pitch on the grassy strip impedes people on the 
mauka side from getting to the beach (pg 1-16, line 9).  This statement misrepresents the true 
situation in the park and is a “false-claim.”   On the vast majority of days the grassy strip isn't 
densely lined with tents, and there are times when there are no tents at all.  Clearly, the scoping 
that was done to evaluate the grassy strip was cursory, and frankly, seems to be biased against 
allowing tents on the grass strip.   

There are two days, such as the Fourth of July and the Lantern Festival when the park is full and 
lots of tents are pitched, but these are only 2 out of 365 days.  Much more obstructive are the 
proposed planters and benches (DEIS, fig 2-8), which will permanently block access to beach from 
the mauka side.  The tents are far, far less obstructive and more importantly they are part of the 
‘local character’ of Ala Moana that the revitalization project is supposed to preserve.   

4. A dog park near Kewalo Basin (DEUS p 2-6) will produce significant human safety and health  
 problems  

 a. Safety hazard 
The proposed location of a dog park at the Kamakee entrance will entice some dog owners to take 
their dogs to the beach and for walks on the makai path. It's very likely that this will increase the 
problem of dogs in the park and beach.  Posted signs say ‘no animals’ in the park, but because of 
poor enforcement of park rules, more and more dog owners have been bringing their dogs to the 
park, some unleashed running on the sand, some swimming in the channel, and some even taking 
showers with other bathers. With so many dogs and kids in the park, there is a significant chance 
that someone will get seriously injured.    
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 b. Environmental pollution from dog feces 

With dogs come dog feces and some irresponsible dog owners who won’t picked up after their dogs 
(DEIS pg 2-8).   At Ala Moana, some owners have been so irresponsible as to leave the feces in the 
sand where beachgoers lay or kids play.  Dog feces is not innocuous.  In 1991, the Environmental  
Protection Agency labeled it as a nonpoint source pollutant, placing in the same category as 
herbicides, insecticides, oil, grease, and toxic chemicals (National Management Measures to 
Control Nonpoint Source Pollution from Urban Areas, Management Measure 9, Pollution 
Prevention, November 2005, www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015-
09/documents/urban_ch09.pdf).

 c. Health risk from dog feces 

Dog feces poses serious health risk and is a source of a few zoonotic disease including 
Campylobacteriosis, tapeworm, hookworm, roundworm (www.cdc.gov/healthypets/pets/dogs.html).
Hookworms might be particularly relevant at the park and beach.  People become infected with 
hookworms while walking barefoot, kneeling, or sitting on ground contaminated with the stool of 
infected animals which is what people and kids commonly do at the park and beach.     

Given that not all dog owners will be responsible and pick up after their dogs in the proposed dog 
park, fecal matter will probably be in the storm water runoff.  Where this runoff travels to and 
eventually becomes distributed is not known so pathogens could get spread into wider areas than 
just within the dog park; possibly even into Kewalo Basin which is close by. 

From time to time monk seals have been seen in the reef waters just outside the swim channel.  
While it’s not known if monk seals are susceptible to pathogens present in dog feces, since it’s the 
country’s most endangered mammal the most prudent action is to avoid contamination of nearshore 
waters with dog feces so a dog park should not be located in any area where there’s a potential for 
contaminating nearshore waters. 

5. The Kamakee Street entrance should not be enhanced as proposed (DEIS, pg 2-6, sec 2.3.8) 

There’s no sound reason for the enhancement (DEIS 2.3.8, pg 2-27).  The conceptual drawing (fig 
2-10) is too grandiose with palm trees and portals.  The public knows where the park entrance is 
and the proposed portals will reduce the open views of that street corner which will interfere with 
driver’s views.

If work is to be done, scale back the design and reduce the cost for construction and maintenance. 
An updated park sign and perhaps a designed wall would be adequate.   

6. The High Spot area is not underutilized as described in the DEIS (2.3.13, pg 2-35, line 7)

This is another conclusion in DEIS that misrepresents what is occurring, and demonstrates that 
some studies for the DEIS were cursory and inadequate.  On most weekday afternoons and every 
weekend, the high spot area is busy with lots of families picnicking and kids playing.   

One proposal in the DEIS is to develop the high spot area as a venue for events or programming 
(DEIS, pg 2-35, line 16).  Given how heavily used this area is, such organized events would reduce 
the opportunities of residents to use it and would displace them.  As such, the high spot area should 
not be developed for programming and events. 
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7. Sand replenishment studies were too cursory and inadequate 

While replenishing the sand would be welcomed by beachgoers, the environmental studies 
to determine the effect of sand nourishment on the Ala Moana environment were too cursory 
(Appendix F, G).   For example, the water chemistry study was performed only on one day, April 30, 
2018, and did not account for seasonal variations and the effects of sometimes large shoreline 
wave actions, as a result of sea level rising, and that occur when energy from large waves breaking 
on the outside reef generates larger than normal waves breaking on the shoreline.  On those days, 
the turbidity of the nearshore waters is exceedingly high.   

With sea level rising, and since the sand on the beach is not part of a natural cycle of 
replenishment, the nourished beach will probably get eroded sooner than the predicted and 
unsubstantiated nourishment intervals reported in the DEIS (Appendix G, pg 59). It is fiscally 
irresponsible to proceed with a project that cost millions of dollars if the outcome lasts for only for a 
short time.

Furthermore, the environmental impacts of this accelerated erosion are not known. Would the 
erosion harm the Hawaiian seagrass that’s in the swim channel floor and which is a food source for 
the juvenile green sea turtles often seen in the swim channel.  The DEIS states, “Care should be 
taken however in the placement of new sand to ensure that it does not cover any existing seagrass 
beds” (Appendix F, pg 11).  Thus, covering the seagrass with sand could have negative 
environmental repercussions.  The report assumes that the effects of the erosion of a nourished 
beach are trivial but there is no data to substantiate this assumption.    

The survey of nearshore fish did not report the seasonal schools of juvenile fish including mullet, 
aholehole, and sardines that inhabit the rocky beach shoreline so clearly the study was cursory and 
inadequate.  It’s likely that the rocky shoreline is a sanctuary from predators so it functions as a kind 
of nursery.  The effects of burying the rocky shoreline harboring these kinds of juvenile fish and 
other organisms have not been addressed.  Furthermore, whether or not there are effects on 
nocturnal fish and biota, some seasonal, have also not been addressed. 

8. Playground 

I question the need for a playground.  Kids can go to a neighborhood park for a playground.  When 
they come to Ala Moana they picnic, swim, play in the fields; there’s no need for a playground.  It’s 
not the best use of the limited park space. 

9.Cost of revitalization project 

   The cost of the park project is projected to be $144 million, in 2016 dollars (DEIS, 2.6, pg 2-43).   
Rather than transform the park, the park project should be focused on fixing and maintaining the 
facilities and grounds. The City should scale down it’s expectations.  It’s fiscally irresponsible for the 
City to spend so much money at a time when the need is great in so many other areas such as rail, 
aging infrastructure, affordable housing, homelessness, sustainability and so on.  

10. The City has repeatedly said that the goal of the park project is to revitalize the park for the  
 next ’50 years,’ but there is no evidence that the proposed master plan will meet the needs  
 and desires of future park users 

What evidence is there that, as it exists today, the park will not be useful and appreciated 50 years 
from now or that the proposed designs in the DEIS will be adequate and more importantly 
applauded.  The proposed actions undervalues the ‘local character’ and local cultural landscape of 
the park by not giving enough credence to the fact that the ‘local character’ of the park is defined by 
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how people use the park.  Some proposed actions will change how people use the park and in so 
doing destroy it’s ‘local character’ and some longstanding local traditions.  

Lastly, I’m certain that you treasure Ala Moana, as do all residents of Honolulu.  But, please recognize 
that the park has an important role in the lives of local residents, not just as a place of recreation but as 
a cultural landscape with longstanding local traditions.  Don’t destroy these traditions. Please keep Ala 
Moana, “The People’s Park.” 

Sincerely,

_Eve Chinen__________________________________________ 
Name 

_e.chinen@yahoo.com________________________________________________ 
Email

cc: Robert Kroning Department of Design and Construction, City and County of Honolulu,        
      rkroning@honolulu.gov 
cc: Joanne Hiramatsu, Belt Collins Hawaii, LLC,  jhiramatsu@bchdesign.com 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Farid Brian Shaikh <fshaikh82@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, March 20, 2019 11:15 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: I support the playground

I support the playground because my children spend a lot of time at Ala Moana Beach park and this proposed plan 
would make it so much better and safer and also increase the amount of the park that can actually be utilized. 
 
Thanks so much! 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Fran <franb2130@yahoo.com>
Sent: Saturday, August 25, 2018 11:19 AM
To: Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Ala Moana Park changes

Aloha, 
 
I went through the plans for Ala Moana Park/Magic Island, and these comments should count from 2 of us, my husband 
and myself. I have gone to Ala Moana Beach for over 50 years and to Magic Island since it opened in the early 70’s. 
(Actually I went there with surfers before it was officially opened, empty beach, no people, it was wonderful!) 
 
No dog park. My husband bikes thru the park on a regular basis and also picks up trash at Magic Island once a week as 
an effort to give back to the park.  We go to the annual Dog Walk. We LOVE dogs, but respect the rules that no dogs are 
allowed in the park except for this walk. In the past year my husband has seen a minimum, as many as 7, dogs in the 
park, on and off leash, owners picking up poop, and not picking it up. Either dogs should be allowed, or not. Other 
people have complained about this and nothing seems to be done. If there is a dog park, dogs will have to be allowed in 
the whole park because people won’t just have them in the dog park. So far people haven’t been responsible, so more 
dogs in the park to us, doesn’t sound like a good idea. Enforcement is the whole problem. No one is enforcing it now and 
it is becoming blatant.  
 
Makai side parking on Ala Moana Park Drive: don’t make it wider, don’t arrange it.  
 
Don’t enlarge Magic Island parking lot.  
 
Move the volleyball court back to the beach 
 
Enforce the no smoking ban. My husband picks up 200 to 300 cigarette butts in his  
1 and 1/2 hour walks. Again the problem is enforcement thus more security or whatever people around the park.  
 
As far as dumping coals goes, a media campaign doesn’t work. I quit walking on the DH end of Ala Moana beach when 
the Tigers Claw trees were still there because so many people disregarded the signs to not dump coals. I never came up 
with something nice and calm to say to them when I saw it like Christine Snyder who died on 9/11 did. I don’t know 
what the answer is to this. I hate to say enforcement again.  
 
I don’t like to be so negative about all this. We do agree with repaving the Magic Island path etc., renovating facilities 
etc., better upkeep of the park, and more security. It has always been THE local park, accessible to many as the one park 
to go to. We don’t see it changed to cater to the residents of all the new nearby condos. (Example the beach towels and 
chairs set up for condo owners.)  
 
Fran Beardsley and David White 
 
Sent from my iPad Mini 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Fran <franb2130@yahoo.com>
Sent: Sunday, March 24, 2019 7:23 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Plan for Ala Moana Park

Aloha, 
 
I have enjoyed going to Ala Moana Park and beach for 51 years and Magic Island as soon as it was built. I think it should 
be kept as the community park that is has been all these years. Better upkeep, improvement of the road, more often 
maintenance of the restrooms, more security to keep the homeless from taking up residence are things I feel could be 
done to improve it. It has been a great park and shouldn’t be “messed with”.  
 
A dog park at this location is not a good idea. Dogs have never been allowed in the park, but we have seen in the past 
two years an increased number of dogs, many off leash, in the park, and poop not being picked up. A dog park will only 
increase these problems. We are dog lovers, but some people are allergic to them or scared of them. It would just creat 
new problems.  
 
Please, no zip line or children’s park. Where are the additional people going to park.   
They just aren’t needed at this location.  
 
Don’t widen the walkway and take away parking.  
 
The area should be kept from being flooded with private contractors as it is becoming overused by scuba divers, 
wedding photographers, stand up paddle boarders, who take parking from regular users.  
 
These opinions are from two of us who enjoy the park as is.  
 
Fran Beardsley 
Dave White  
 
Sent from my iPad Mini 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Frances Kam <kamf002@hawaii.rr.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 7:31 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park - 2nd Draft EIS Comment

My husband surfs at Ala Moana Beach Park and is one of the “regulars”. I accompany him and do my walk around the 
park for exercise. While I agree that the park needs improvements, the design you are proposing seems out of 
proportion to what we need. 
 
The bathrooms are horrible, potholes entering and leaving the park are so huge we have to go around them, the 
beaches are dirty and have no sand, the park area and Magic Island are still the same even with your little fixes, and the 
water is so polluted I refuse to swim because I get “itchy” after I come out.  
 
With your plan to add a dog park, playground, extra parking spaces, it will only compound the existing problems.  Put in 
the extra personnel to fix roads, pick up trash, mow the lawns, trim trees...and concentrate on The Rail. Finish what you 
start.  
 
I know this is all for the benefit of the new high rises in kakaako, but leave our park alone. Thank you. 
 
 
 
Sent from my iPad 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Frances Lyons <flyonmarie@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, August 17, 2018 3:32 PM
To: Kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Ala Moana Park DEIS

Dear Mayor Caldwell, Robert Kroning, and Joanne Hiramatsu, 
Thank you for your time to read my concerns. 
Please do not implement these changes to Ala Moana Beach Park: 
  1.  do not widen the shared-use path along the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive (DEIS section 2.3.6)  
       I do not want a path for bike, skate board, wheels, skaters, etc.  
The path is for walking. 
       If necessary at all, please add a wide path for bikes, skate board, wheels on the mauna side of the park, away from 
picnic areas and walking paths.  
 
    2.  Re DEIS section 2.3.5 - please leave the parking the way it is on the mauna side of Ala Moana Park Drive. It may not 
be perfect, but changing the parking would add more cars, more congestion, less ability to load/ unload cars without 
standing in the oncoming traffic, etc. 
 
    The entire park is used heavily - I have been using it for @ 50 years myself, and what I think is needed is: 
 (a) excellent maintenance of grass, trees, rest rooms, parking lot, boat/canoe storage, beach, walls   
(b) enhanced landscaping with Hawaii's native plants, each identified and described on artistic signs  
(c) educational opportunity -  Use signs regrading the necessity for stewardship of the land & how each citizen can help 
& organize groups to help beautify and preserve the park. 
 
Thank you, Frances Lyons  
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Rebecca Choi

From: g kai <mokuleleboy@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 9:03 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park - 2nd Draft EIS Comment

Please do not change ala moana beach park! their needs to be more respect for kamaaina. stop wasting our tax dollars! 
stop rail, get more local residents input and listen not force your ideas!  
 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Rebecca Choi

From: littlemissgouveia@gmail.com
Sent: Wednesday, March 20, 2019 3:42 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Inclusive playground 

I’m so happy that an inclusive playground is being built in Hawaii. Many of Hawaii’s public playgrounds look the same, 
have the same layout and can become monotonous. Cities like San Francisco and the like have playgrounds unique to 
each other that create a new environment of play for kids, it serves as a great model.  
 
More importantly, this all inclusive playground serves a much greater purpose than a new playground experience.  As a 
mother of 3, with my oldest son having experienced new physical limitations due to brain cancer, I have had a glimpse of 
what it is like living with a child with special needs.  I also know what it’s like to go through a life altering experience like 
taking care of a sick child. I understand deeply that support and socialization are lifesaving and can bring sanity to a 
situation where you feel so out of control. Offering a safe place to bring children with special needs to socialize with 
other children alike or otherwise is such an important idea. And not only for the children, but for the parents and 
families of these children whom may feel isolated in their experience. It’s what we need in the state of the country as 
well. All lives matter. Every child deserves a playground. And we are all in this together.  It’s a statement of what we 
believe in, who we want to be as a state and who we want our children to be. It’s a fact that the more we are exposed to 
people different than ourselves and have relationships with people different than ourselves, the more open minded and 
loving we can be to every person. Let’s do this.   
Gabby Gouveia 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Gail Faligan <Gfaligan@twc.com>
Sent: Monday, March 11, 2019 1:20 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject:  “Comments” on the Article in the Honolulu-Star Advertiser, dated 11 March 2019, Section B2, City 

Officials to Attend Ala Moana Park Forum 

 
1.  At this time, I feel that this “Proposed Project be Placed on Hold”, for the following reasons listed below: 
 
        a.  Finalize Environmental Study and Assessment. 
 
              (1.) The “Pro’s and the Con’s.”   
           
         b.  Cost (Impact).  
 
                (1.) The exact cost and the timeline of this proposed project? 
 
                 (2.) The Impact and Implications (Financially), this proposed project has on any other City and County of 
Honolulu established projects (Street Repairs; the  
Repair and the Maintenance of other Parks and Recreation Sites; the Pali Tunnel; and etc.).     
 
   ***  (Note:  I was appalled, when I saw T.V. News Coverage (KHON2), last week, where volunteers (patrons) painted a 
playground to make it safe for their children.   Cracks were shown on a sliding board.  Where this park is listed (time to 
be determined) and funds are to be made available to rectify, this current problem.  This is a “Safety Issue.”) 
 
                (3.)  Will there be Funds set aside for any Vandalism? 
 
                (4.) Will there be Funds set aside for any addition cost incurred? 
 
                   (5.) The cost to maintain this proposed project? 
 
VR, 
 
Gail Faligan 
Resident of Hawaii 
 
                      
 
                     
 
       
 
 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Joanne Hiramatsu
Sent: Monday, August 13, 2018 4:10 PM
To: Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: FW: DEIS-another form letter comment (G.Kubo)

From: G Kubo <gerrykubo@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, August 12, 2018 7:30 PM 
To: Kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; Rkroning@honolulu.com; Jhiramatsu@bvchdesign.com 
Subject: Love Ala Moana Park 

 

________________________________________________________________________________

kcaldwell@honolulu.gov
rkroning@honolulu.gov
jhiramatsu@bvchdesign.com

Re:  Draft EIS, Ala Moana Regional Park, Proposed Actions 2.3.5, Parking & 2.3.6, Makai Path 

 

Dear Mayor Caldwell, Mr. Robert Kroning, and Ms. Joanne Hiramatsu, 

 

I am strongly opposed to the plan to convert the mauka side of the park road to perpendicular stalls.  As an elderly, 
handicapped, single woman who exercises in the ocean an average of five days a week, I implore you not to jeopardize 
the safety of all of us park users by forcing drivers (well-known as the worst in the U.S.) to reverse out of stalls.  There is 
always a lot more going on here at Ala Moana than, say, at Kapi’olani Park’s Kalakaua Avenue and it is distracting, 
confusing, and dangerous without adding the complication of more cars, reduced loading/unloading space between 
cars, and restricted sight lines. 

 

I am also concerned about the many trees that will have to be removed to make way for that plan. 

 

Please consider that riders of small-wheeled vehicles such as bikes, Segways, scooters, and skateboards are not in the 
Park to enter the ocean.  They can use a path on the grass area and still enjoy the lovely view of the ocean, while being 
diverted to Ward Ave. and, ultimately, Kakaako Waterfront Park.  There they can more safely ride without so many cars 
and pedestrians in their way and enjoy the fun and challenging hilly terrain of that park as well as the equally lovely view 
of - and even closer proximity to- the ocean! 
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For everyone’s improved safety and comfort, please let pedestrians walk on the pathway and cars drive on the beach 
road without small-wheeled vehicles unnecessarily complicating and endangering life in the Park.  (Yes, I am a tutu, 
always vigilant and concerned about everyone’s safety.  I always say, “It’s too late to say, ‘Sorry!’ after the injury has 
occurred.”)  As people retire, lose spouses, and age, the benches and pathway become an important opportunity to 
socialize and maintain a connection with the community.  The benches have deteriorated to a dangerous condition and 
the wall is infested with biting red ants.  Please remember the lonely, isolated citizens who can benefit greatly by having 
this option available to them in the Park. 

 

Finally, I was upset to hear that salespeople in the new condos tell prospective buyers they can walk their dogs in the 
Park.  Not so.  We have a NO ANIMALS law.  That it is not enforced is not a reason we citizens should be picking up dog 
droppings every day or watching swarms of flies eat the droppings before we can pick them up!  It’s infuriating that 
people have so little respect and aloha for their fellow citizens!  I will suggest that future condos build in dog-walking 
areas on their properties before being being granted permission to build.  It’s nice of you to build the dog owners a dog 
park, but why do so when all of Ala Moana Regional Park is already one, big, welcoming dog park!  It’s disgusting and a 
huge health hazard to see dog owners pushing sand over their dog’s piles, the sand in which our children play!  Perhaps 
you should consult the Department of Health on this issue. 

 

Thank you for your service to our City.  I am outspoken only in the hope of assisting you in making progress for 
everyone’s benefit. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Name:  G.K. Kubo________________________ 

Address:  P.O. Box 556_______________________ 

                Aida, Hawaii 96701_______________________ 

Email address:  gerrykubo@hotmail.com___________________ 

 

Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPad

Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPad
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Rebecca Choi

From: Glenn Choy <choyhawaii@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, February 12, 2019 12:54 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Beach Park

I like many am totally and firmly opposed to the shibai going on to mess with the park.  This shibai is transparently 
driven by condo developers and Caldwell to service their rich patrons, local opinion be damned. 
 
Just clean and maintain the grounds and the real appeal and value of the park will shine through.  We are not dumb and 
we are organized and we will remember every move you make.  
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Rebecca Choi

From: Gregg Yamauchi <gregg.yamauchi@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 21, 2019 10:55 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: I support the playground

To whom it may concern, 
 
 I support the construction of an inclusive playground as being proposed by pa'ani kakou. 
 
As one of the most central public park facilities on the island, a playground is a suitable and needed use for the park. 
Also the fact that it is being privately funded through donations makes it a win on all sides. 
 
Thank you, 
 
--  
Gregg Yamauchi 
gregg.yamauchi@gmail.com 
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Rebecca Choi

From: gwen young <gwen.young7@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 2:08 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Cc: jhiramatsu@40bchdesign.com; kcaldwell@40honolulu.gov; rkroning@40honolulu.gov
Subject: Ala Moana Beach Park 2nd Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comments

Aloha all, 
 
I appreciate your efforts to beautify, improve, and preserve our "Peoples Park" at Ala Moana.  We attending the public 
town hall style meeting on 3/11/19 at the park and were advised to comment on the environmental and cultural 
environment concerns with the plan.  Please see below environmental comments and I look forward to a response when 
the public comment period closes later this month. 
 
Environmental Comments: 

1. Dredging the Sand from outside the reef to be replace interior on the beach:   
As a member of Greenpeace, I am evolved and concerned with environmental impact of our human 
activities.  The proposed dredging is of particular concern for many species including our beloved spinner 
dolphins, honu, marine fishes, coral species, invertebrates, and even sharks and humpback whales.  Many times 
I have paddled in a 6 man canoe with pods of dolphins stretching from Kewalos to Magic Island.  These dolphins 
and other species would be severely impacted by dredging and are finally growing in numbers in this area in the 
past 10 years.  Additionally, Ala Moana inner channel and area by Magic Island (Ewa side) are home to at least 8 
honu.  These fragile animals are protected under Hawaii State and Federal Laws.  Have we considered the 
impact on the existence of all of these species by dredging?  I have not seen any studies, please provide if they 
exist. 

2. Dredging the Sand:  part 2 
The environmental and cultural impact on surfers and paddle boarding community is grave.  This is our place to 
enjoy and share the aina and spirit of our live here.  The impact of dredging could forever alter and potentially 
ruin our outdoor space, which is priceless and ours to preserve. 

3. Parking:  To remove a single tree to increase parking is a travesty and has measurable environmental 
impact.  The more concrete, the less trees the hotter the climate becomes.  Have you reviewed the 
environmental studies of what happened when the California redwood trees were removed?  I have first hand 
experienced a 25F temperature gradient inside and outside of Sequoia National Park.  Our money should be 
spent replacing the trees that were damaged by near hurricane Lane and other causes, such as the irrigation 
upgrade and perhaps pruning mistakes in the park.  Additional trees could be planed in the area where the trash 
currently resides near the corner of Atkinson and Ala Moana and other areas. 

4. Parking / World Class Play Ground: To remove any of the open grass areas at all for parking or for a playground 
for parking has environmental impact by reducing the open space that is very rare in Honolulu!  We need room 
to play and be in touch with nature for our physical, social, and emotional health There are only two areas 
currently in Ala Moana Beach Park that are large enough to accommodate soccer or frisbee or kite flying type 
activities. Since our beaches are so small (not miles wide, like California beaches) we can ill afford to remove 
what little grassy field areas we have currently.  The environment for a world class play ground works in a beach 
space that has miles of sand and beach like many of the spaces in California.  In our tiny beach access at Ala 
Moana, there simply isn't room for the reduction in green space or increase in cars and people that such a space 
would cause. 

5. Dog Park:  Dogs are not allowed in Ala Moana today as per the park signage.  This allows a safe, clean place for 
all in our community to recreate.  It is illogical to change our safe environment and invite people with dogs to 
recreate at Ala Moana.  If the high rise community building in Kaka'ako should be required to build a dog park 
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(and children's play grounds) for those who move there.  The peoples park of Ala Moana should not have to 
handle this carryover burden of new activities that can so easily be remedy in the plans with the builders.  Why 
should our public space be impacted / be reduced to accommodate these activities that are beyond the scope of 
our park and impact the very environment, the culture of the park? 

6. Community Environment:  Our park is for the community of all of O'ahu.  We hold our birthdays, graduations, 
and family gatherings at Ala Moana.  We don't have another space to go to.  There simply isn't another park like 
Ala Moana.  We share it with visitors who arrive by bus, car, seqway, biki, and on foot.  The current environment 
works for all who use it.  Adding increased activities could be a tipping point and there is no going back from 
there.  Please consider saving our park and spending money to upgrade maintenance, beautify our green spaces 
(more plants and trees, no additional concrete or buildings), support our lifeguards, and protect our ocean.  We 
have already lost the view of our mountains, please protect what is left. 

7. Gateway Park and parts of the water front park by Kaka'ako are in serious need of renovation.   These open 
spaces are not available for the community to use as they are homes to free camping by our disadvantaged 
community.  Why would we potentially ruin the harmonious environment of Ala Moana Park, when this space is 
close by and in need of much kokua?  A world class children's park is a natural fit with the Children's discovery 
center and would add value to that environment.  Of course, this would require some negotiations to 
progress.  Why not start now to benefit us all? 

Thank you very much.  Please contact me with your feedback. 
 
Aloha, 
Gwen Young 
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TO: Mayor Kirk Caldwell<kcaldwell@honolulu.gov>; Robert Kroning<rkroning@honolulu.gov>; Joanne 
Hiramatsu <jhiramatsu@bchdesign.com> 

SUBJECT:  Draft Environmental Impact Statement, Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island 
Improvements, issued by Belt Collins on July 8, 2018 

Aloha Kakou, 

Ala Moana Beach Park was established in 1934 as “the People’s Park”.  We would like to keep it that 
way; a park for local families, visitors, residents, surfers, and swimmers alike, to enjoy the beautiful blue 
ocean and sky, and the green park to play ball and enjoy an unlimited number of recreational activities 
for the community. 

I live across the street and have gone there nearly every day to run, swim, SUP, and have fun on the 
beach, for 12 years.  I am pleased to see the improvements that have been underway for the past year, 
particularly with the new sprinkler system and grass restoration, and am glad to see many of the 
proposed upgrades in the DEIS for implementing the master plan.  However, there a few proposed 
actions that I strongly do not want to have included, as follows;  

1.  The proposed “Makai Shared Use Path” in DEIS Section 2.3.6.  Please do not widen the path, 
remove the grass, and make a concrete path, or “promenade.” The park needs no more 
concrete to support a “shared path,” which there is no demand for, and would be very 
dangerous. Keep the bikes, skateboards, and stupid Segway’s away from the sandy beach and 
on the street or sidewalk along Ala Moana Blvd.  Keep the grass growing in this makai side for 
families to picnic and relax! The pictures of all the people using a path in the DEIS are 
unrepresentative of a Peoples Park, as it depicts an unsafe mix of uses.  
 

2. The Parking assessment in section 2.3.5.  Please do not add more parking at keyhole or 
anywhere in the park until the appropriate number of spaces, if any, can be determined through 
a beach park carrying capacity assessment. I oppose the 234 more stalls to be added mentioned 
on line 38. This is way too many to allow for a quality experience at the park as the surf breaks 
already have way too many surfers in the weekday afternoons and the weekends. I think the 
beach park has just the right amount of people for any given day, and the holiday weekends, 
and adding 234+ to the 934 currently available will comprise the opportunity for park users and 
beachgoers to find a place in the sand to relax because it will be too crowded. Please conduct an 
assessment to determine how many people the beach park can accommodate and have a 
quality experience before adding a ridiculous number based on the “demand” as presented in 
the parking assessment in appendix C. 
 
 Also, Table 2-2 on page 2-18, Proposed and Existing Parking Count (Public Parking) outlines 

an increase of 234 parking spaces. Yet, the traffic study in Appendix C for the DEIS (discussed 
in Section 3.9) found that on weekdays, 53 more spaces would provide optimal parking 
while on the weekend 113 more spaces would be optimal. Thus, the proposal exceeds the 
need by over 100%, which is based merely on demand with disregard to how many people 
the beach park can comfortable accommodate and have a quality experience, nor 
considering those who will park at the Ala Moana Mall, walk or bike there, or take the bus 
and the rail. 

 
3. The Socio-economic setting in section 3.10. The expected number of people to use the park is to 

increase from 22,000 to 36,913 in the year 2035 from all the neighboring highrise condos in 
Kaka’ako area and when the rail is complete. This in an insane number of people to be using the 
park at the same time and drives more justification to not increase the number of parking spots 
and adding more concrete to the park. Please conduct a beach park carrying capacity 
assessment to determine how many people the park can comfortably accommodate and still 
have a quality experience, that considers access means other than parking a car. 
 

4. Reconfigure parking on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive to add more stalls, section 
2.3.5. I oppose doing this, as perpendicular parking on the mauka side will be much more 
inconvenient than parallel parking for families who bring their beach and picnic/BBQ items to 
the park.  Doing so will cause conflict between park users who will find it difficult to open their 
side doors to unload when they are parked this way. It will also be much more dangerous for 
moving vehicles such as bikes that may be in the street, and will certainly result in accidents 
when cars have to back out into traffic to leave their parking stall. 
 

5. Dog park proposal on Kewalo Basin side, section 2.3.1. Please do not add a dog park to the 
beach park. Dogs are not permitted in the beach park so doing this will create a conflict with 
people getting their dogs to and from the beach park. And while they are there, of course they 
are going to let them off their leash and play in the grass, sand or water. There will be dog poop 
and dog fights that should not be there in the first place. Especially with no enforcement. Let the 
highrise condo owners and other resident dog owner use the many other parks and locations in 
the Kaka’oko area to take their dogs out. 
 

 Plus, this area is not under utilized as mentioned. I see people playing ball, picnicking, 
barbequing there all the time and there are volleyball courts there that are not shown in 
figure 2-2 on page 2-9. 

In summary, I recommend that City reconsider the lack of proper planning and assessment and impacts 
of these proposals noted above, and concentrate instead on actions that improve the function of the 
park and preserve the beauty of the natural environment such: as repairing the sidewalks and 
maintaining the ponds and grassy areas; increasing the maintenance of showers and bathrooms; 
providing sturdy and attractive trash receptacles to prevent litter. 

As a taxpayer and everyday user of Ala Moana Beach Park, I want the City to expend my taxes on what is 
most needed for the most people of Hawai`I, a place to recreate and have quality experiences. Please 
heed the voices of the people to Keep Ala Moana beach park a safe place for our `Ohana as “The 
People’s Park.” 

Sincerely, 

Heidi Hirsh 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Heidi Hirsh <hirsh99@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, March 24, 2019 8:44 PM
To: Kirk Caldwell; Robert Kroning; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Comments on Ala Moana Beach Park DEIS

Aloha,
I live across the street from Ala Moana Beach Park and I go there nearly everyday. I have been 
participating in the review of the proposed developments and have the following comments:

There are 18 proposed actions in the Second Environmental Impact Statement.  The 5 that I 
strongly oppose are:

     1. Widening of the existing walkway/shared-use path on the makai side of 
Ala        Moana Park Drive.

Ordinance 18-46 does not permit this project but it was still included in the SDEIS.  Loss of the 
grassy strip along the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive will be the lost of the long local 
tradition of picnicking on that strip.

2. Dog park within Ala Moana Regional Park (SDEIS 2.3.1; Fig 2-2)

     Dogs are not permitted in the park but because there is no enforcement more and          more 
dogs are being brought into the park, some running unleashed on the beach         and some even 
swimming in the channel.  Some irresponsible dog owners don’t pick   up their pet’s poop and 
even worse some hide it in the sand.  This poses a        serious health risk for beachgoers. 
Building a dog park in Ala Moana will only entice    more dog owners to bring their dogs to the 
beach and fuel a growing problem.  

     In addition to being a health risk, dog feces is an environmental hazard, classified in        1991 
by EPA as a non-point source pollutant in the same category as herbicides, oil,      grease and 
other toxic chemicals.  Runoff from a dog park will be difficult to contain   and will create serious 
environmental issues.

     Instead of building a dog park in Ala Moana, build it near where people live,    such as near 
all the condos that are coming up in Kakaako.  Mother Waldron Neighborhood Park is 
underutilized and seems like a suitable location.

3. PERPENDICULAR parking stalls on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park 
Drive         (SDEIS 2.3.5; Fig 2-6) 

Published traffic studies have concluded that there are less crashes with parallel parking than 
angle parking so from a safety perspective we should keep the current parallel parking 
configuration. Additionally, the creation of perpendicular stalls will lead to the loss of grass and 
trees, something that most park users don’t want because some of the ‘nature’ experience in 
the park will be lost.
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     Additionally, there has to be limits on how many people can use the park.        A      carrying 
capacity study for the park hasn’t been completed.  At what point  will there       be too many 
people using the park such that the environment gets stressed or the    experiences of the 
park users are diminished?  

     4. Replenishment of the beach shoreline with sand and dredging sand from         the 
areas outside the surf breaks known as Courts, Concessions, and Baby       Haleiwa (SDEIS 
2.3.14, 4.2.5, 4.4.4, 4.6, 5.7.3 & pg 4-55)

     The studies to assess the effect of this project on the environment and reported in       the 
SDEIS are inadequate.  The project should not be allowed because the risks to           nearshore 
and offshore ecosystems are still not known.  Additionally, with sea-level    rise, king tides, and 
storm surges the sand isn’t expected to last longer than
     20 years.  It’ll be a waste of money.

     5. One-acre “World Class” playground (SDEIS 2.3.15; Fig 2-13; & Table 2-1)

          On March 11, 2019, the community group ‘Save Ala Moana Beach Park Hui’ held a    town hall 
meeting that over 200 people attended and circulated a petition which over 1600 people signed and 
which will be delivered to the Mayor and City Council on           March 25th. Through the town hall 
meeting and the circulated petition, it’s clear that the vast majority (over 99.9%) of residents are 
against building a one-acre World-         Class playground within Ala Moana.

One acre of serene green open space will be replaced with impervious concrete and hard 
structures.  Ala Moana will become even more crowded, and the parking situation will 
worsen.  This will become evidently clear when an 

          environmental impact assessment is done on the proposed playground plans; something that is 
seriously lacking in the SDEIS.

The stated goal of the revitalization project is to improve the facilities while keeping the ‘local 
character’ of The People’s Park.  Clearly, local character is defined by how local people use the park, 
but some of the proposed actions in the SDEIS will change how people use the park today and in 
future generations.   Please be mindful of this. 

Lastly, more and more tourists are coming to Ala Moana, especially on weekday and weekend 
afternoons.  They’ve discovered that Ala Moana Park is a better experience than Waikiki 
beaches.   In time, like Waikiki, Kailua, and Lanikai, Ala Moana Park will likely be overrun with tourists 
and locals will be competing for space with them.  Tourists have a right to enjoy Ala Moana Park, but 
please don’t forget the local residents as you make decisions on the future of Ala Moana Park and 
Honolulu.

Thank you for considering my comments and the 1000's of others who oppose the proposed 
developments at the park.
Mahalos & aloha, 
Heidi  
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Rebecca Choi

From: Helene Philips <hawaiisurferhp@yahoo.com>
Sent: Saturday, March 16, 2019 6:48 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Second DEIS

To: Robert Kronig 

In my first response to the DEIS for Ala Moana Regional Park (AMRP) most my comments 
remain the same. Those are: 

I support keeping the makai side of Ala Moana Park road the same. Of course it needs a facelift 
but please keep the trees and grass as they are with only minimal widening of the sidewalk. 

I supports the reconfiguration of both the Magic Island and Keyhole parking areas to create 
more parking spaces at the most used ends of the beach. 

I am vehemently opposed to reconfiguring the mauka parking from parallel spaces to perpendicular 
spaces. I have always believed this would be a major hazard, not only to the traffic flow but to pedestrians 
who will cross where they park. 
This roadways has a 15mph speed limit and I believe the hazard it would pose is people driving 
in the Ewa direction would have to swing into oncoming traffic to ingress and egress parking spaces. 
Particularly with larger vehicles carrying things such a paddle boards,surfboards, etc. While unloading  
any equipment from rear of vehicle they will be impeding oncoming traffic. I also see conflicts arising 
from opposing lanes vying for mauka spaces.While people are waiting for these spaces both sides 
of the traffic flow will need to stop. On busy days I picture gridlock. 
I also see a danger for pedestrians because I know people will not go to specified crosswalks. 
Especially when carrying all their beach equipment. It does not happen now, it will not happen then. 
They will walk in-between cars and pop up in front of traffic. 
I believe if this is studied it will be proven or at least witnessed. 
I believe the parking expansions at Magic Island and the Keyhole areas would add sufficient  extra  
spaces while keeping the flow of roadway along Ala Moana Park Road. 
It would also save trees and green space and cost due to utility relocation. 

I support improvement to the Kamakee entrance. Personally I would see it scaled back some, but 
it certainly needs a facelift. 

I support the Queen St. and Piikoi St entrance improvements.  

I support the high rise improvements but feel Magic Island and McCoy Pavillon are better places for musical  
performances. There would be more parking in these areas to accommodate people driving to 
these events. 

I support the dog park as I see a real need due to the increased dog activity at AMRP. I agree this is 
an under utilized area and I like the entrance on the Kewalo Basin side. (This is a change from my last response) 

Lastly I am opposed to a "World Class Playground". I do not know how a playground turned into an amusement  
park. I agree there is a need for a playground and I have seen some nice ones in some of our district parks. 
But I have serious concerns about something that needs that level of personnel to monitor, run and maintain. 
I believe this is the very thing the public's been dreading .  
If something this grand is desired by children and children's group why not put it by the Chlldrens Discovery 
Center in Kakaako Waterfront park. This makes more sense. 

I appreciate the things that are being done at Ala Moana Park. I t has been needed for a long time and the park 
has never looked better. But please let's not make it out of reach for those who rely on it for there beach recreation. 

Sincerely, 
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Helene Phillips 
Retired Lifeguard from Ala Moana Park (33yrs) 
95-1042 F Aina Makua Drive 
Mililani, Hi96789 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Herbert Lau <herb_lau@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, March 24, 2019 7:52 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: I support the playground!

To Whom It May Concern, 
 
A playground for children is a must for our community. This proposed playground at Ala Moana is not just any 
playground but one of that serves all children including those of disabilities.   
 
The good thing about this project is that the project is funded entirely with private funds.  The project will only 
take up less that 1% of the total area of the park.  The city will have a functional children's park that not only 
will serve the local community but may also attract tourists as well. 
 
Again, I am in favor of the playground and would love to see it become reality. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Herbert Lau 
716 Judd Street 
Honolulu, HI 96817 
808.782.8242 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Hokulani Beale <hokumama@aol.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 21, 2019 4:46 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Beach Park Project

March 21, 2019 

  

To: Mayor Kirk Caldwell <alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com> 

CC: Robert Kroning <alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com 

Joanne Hiramatsu <alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com 

  

RE: Second Draft Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS) 

Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvement Issued by Belt Collins on February 8, 2019 

  

Aloha Mayor Caldwell: 

  

I am a Native Hawaiian woman with deep roots in Honolulu and Waikiki. My Great great Grandmother and her parents 
were pure Hawaiian and born and raised in these Islands. My family and I have and continue to enjoy Ala Moana Beach 
Park where we have been gathering for generations and where I first learned to swim. It is where my Mom played as a 
child, camped with her parents, enjoyed family barbecues and communed with the ocean. It is where we continue to 
meet with our Ohana every Sunday to picnic and swim. It is home to us and today, I am writing you in response to the 
SDEIS. While there are some aspects of this proposed master plan I am excited about, there are many other aspects of 
the plan that are deeply troublesome and frankly, I feel, will destroy this special place.  

  

Specifically...I have concerns with:  

  

1.  Section 2.3.6, Makai Shared Use Path, page 2-22: proposes “widening the shared-use path along the Makai side 
of Ala Moana Park Drive”  

  

This idea is not good for many reasons. This proposed design will decrease and in some places remove the green, grassy 
areas widely used today by old and young families alike. Addition of planters and benches along the shared-use path will 
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cause access issues with those parking on the Makai side of the Ala Moana Beach Drive. Elimination of the green space is 
a crucial issue as park-users use the green space for picnics, sunset viewing, easy access to the beach, and a convenient 
place to keep an eye on keiki and other family members.  

  

I am against a widened shared-use path because I believe that increasing the capacity of the existing sidewalk is not 
necessary as it is capable of handling the existing walker, jogger, and runner traffic. In addition, I strongly believe that 
the path should not be shared with bicycles. The reason of this belief is safety. Mixing cyclists and walkers on the same 
path is NOT safe, due to the differences in speeds at which people walk and cyclists ride. There is the potential of 
collisions. I think a bike way should be provided.  

  

  

1. In Section 2.3.15 Playground: In SDEIS, 1.3.2 Purpose, Pages 1-5, lines 39-40 and page 1-6 lines 1-2, the following 
is stated: “The community and current park users have expressed concerns to keep the Park’s character the 
same. There was no desire to upscale the Park with modern design and added structures.”  

  

I am not in favor of this proposed ‘World Class’ children's playground...it does not fit the existing character of the park or 
the parks natural setting. A full and complete environmental assessment of the proposed playground needs to be done. 
Cultural, legal, operational and maintenance considerations need to be identified and resolved before the proposed 
design is accepted and the playground constructed. The operation and maintenance of the proposed playground must 
be financially sustainable and safe. 

  

1. In Section 2.3.5, Parking: The SDEIS plan still states that the mauka parking stalls will be reconfigured into 
perpendicular stalls.  

  

This was opposed when it initially was presented in the earlier Environmental impact Statement Preliminary Notice 
(EISPN). Clearly, backing out of a perpendicular stall is much more dangerous than exiting from a parallel parking stall. 
The safety issues are obvious because of no clear visual of traffic passing behind the exiting car. Also, in order to 
construct the perpendicular stalls, existing green, grassy areas with trees on the mauka side of the drive will be 
eliminated. That is not pono! 

  

The above proposed actions will create unsafe situation for Park users which include dangerous traffic flow related to 
perpendicular stalls on the mauka side of Ala Moana Beach, will potentially remove exceptional trees and green grassy 
areas from the park, will create an unsafe and dangerous environment on the shared-use path, as pedestrians 
jogger/runners, and wheeled vehicles on the same path and the cultural, operations, maintenance and safety issues 
associated with an unnecessary Playground/Zipline operation. Please PROTECT THE PEOPLES PARK!  

  

Mahalo, 
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Hokulani Beale 

Hokumama@aol.com 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: ivan kaisan <seamountain.m115@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 31, 2018 9:42 AM
To: Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island 

Improvements

thank you for the opportunity to comment on the deis. i have a few comments. 
 
1. the analysis of transportation related impacts is limited to motor vehicle issues; this despite numerous 
references to the city's complete streets policy. this shortfall should be remedied.  
 
2. if the transportation analysis included pedestrian and bicycling issues, it would document the fact 
that runners and bicyclists now make significant use of the sidewalk fronting the park along ala moana 
boulevard as safe passage between waikiki and kewalo basin. this non motor vehicle traffic currently 
conflicts with pedestrians waiting at the traffic signaled intersections along the mauka border of the 
park. this conflict should be addressed. 
 
3. if the visualization of the improvements proposed for the piikoi park entrance is to be believed, the 
city proposes to eliminate the ala moana boulevard sidewalk in favor of a widened mauka park walkway. is 
this true? that elimination is not disclosed in the deis.  
 
4. the deis suggests pedestrians enter the park at the improved piikoi entrance and does not address 
what happens thereafter. i suggest many now cross the park to reach the beach. it would facilitate this 
travel to have paved walkways crossing the park green, one new walkway through the nearby baobab tree 
grove diamond head of the piikoi intersection, and another connecting the existing set of walkways 
partially surrounding mccoy pavilion and tennis courts. convenient connections need to be made for mauka 
makai travel. locations of the needed mccoy walkway connections are evident by the worn paths in the 
green and are very minor in scope.  
 
5. commenters strongly support better maintenance and park rule enforcement. while this is an 
operational issue more than a physical improvement issue, some mention of this priority is already in the 
deis and should be elaborated on. the city has claimed there are park rangers for ala moana. although i 
am a frequent park user i have never seen them. park restrooms and park road access could also be 
closed or limited in the overnight hours. 
 
6. finally, the existing restroom located just ewa of the beach keyhole area should be expanded to a full 
size restroom/change area comfort station. 
 
the deis is much improved from the initial proposal. thank you for reflecting the concerns of park users. 
ivan kaisan 
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Rebecca Choi

From: ivan kaisan <seamountain.m115@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, February 08, 2019 3:17 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: 2nd draft ala moana park eis

i reviewed the 2nd draft and submit the following comments. 
1. unfortunately the revised draft continues to give little attention to circulation to and through the 
park by nonvehicular traffic, namely by bicyclists and pedestrians. it does not address the lack of access 
to the inner walk path by pedestrians entering from the kamakee entrance, nor the bicyclists who go 
through the park to avoid heavy traffic on ala moana boulevard. it doesn't address the current lack of 
connection between existing walkways along mccoy pavilion and the existing walkways. i previously 
suggested paved walkways to traverse the park from the piikoi entrance, and no such improvements exist 
in the revised draft. even for motorized vehicular traffic, the revised draft does not address the 
existing traffic jam exiting the park, let alone the traffic jam to come given the proposed increase in 
parking.  
 
i see that the criticized makai parking scheme has been abandoned. however, the playground and zip line 
park are still included. the relocation of the corp yard is also left undefined. there is much left to be 
concerned about. 
 
ivan kaisan 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: James M. Loo <jloo@dcca.hawaii.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, August 15, 2018 2:20 PM
To: Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Ala Moana Beach Park Comments

DEIS page 2-18, Table 2-2, based on the figures within the table, the existing total should be 952, not 934. 

 

Ewa entrance & exit (Ala Moana Blvd. & Kamakee St.) 

Entering and exiting at this end of the park could be vastly improved at a very, very low cost.  How?  Just 
remove the parking spaces from Ala Moana Blvd. up to the canal and restripe the lanes.  It would cost very 
little to do this on a trial basis and then to make the change “permanent.” 

Currently, when exiting the park, the drivers making a left turn block the drivers wishing to proceed straight 
(onto Kamakee) or to turn right (onto Ala Moana heading East/Diamond Head).  Also, the parked cars in the 
far right lane block the drivers wishing to turn right. 

Remove the parking spaces up to the canal and restripe the lanes appropriately. 

1. Remove the parking spaces mauka of the Ewa bridge. 
2. Facing makai (the ocean), enter the park in the far right lane (Ewa-most lane). 
3. Facing mauka (the mountain), the left-most lane would be for left turns only; the next lane to its right 

would be to travel onto Kamakee (and to turn right if studies reflect the majority of the drivers will turn 
right); the right-most lane would be for right turns only (if a driver in the lane to its left can only go 
straight, you could make the right-most lane also have the option to go straight if studies reflect the 
majority of the drivers go straight, however, there would probably have to be some realignment of the 
Kamakee lanes between Ala Moana Blvd. and Auahi Street. 

4. More vehicles will be able to turn right on green or on red after stop upon removal of the parking stalls 
mauka of the canal exiting the park. 

One doesn’t like to remove parking spaces from Ala Moana Beach Park, but removing the stalls mauka of the 
canal on the Ewa end of the park would vastly improve traffic. 

If exiting the park is still poor, much more money would need to be appropriated to add another lane to make 
right turns exiting the park. 

 

Parallel Parking  

If (wherever) parallel parking is utilized, do not paint the stalls as is done with street metered parking.  The 
reason for this is that people park motorcycles, small cars that are less than ten feet long, and van/trucks that 
are nearly twenty feet long. 

 

Diamond Head Entrance and Exit 
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If pedestrians cross Ala Moana Boulevard, on the Ewa side of the Ala Moana Boulevard intersection) when the 
“Don’t Walk” sign is flashing, then the lights must either be on longer or there should be a four way stop so 
the vehicles can exit the park instead of being blocked up by cars making a left turn onto Ala Moana. 

 

Need 2000 Public Parking Stalls  

There should be at least 2000 public parking stalls instead of the current 954 public stalls.  In the 1970’s (and 
1980’s), there were over 300 spaces outside but near the park (e.g., Ala Moana Blvd, streets within Ala Moana 
Blvd, Piikoi, Queen and Kamakee).  Assume a 30% increase.  Assume the demand from the 1970’s has 
increased 50% (from population, higher rate of autos per family, higher rate of single drivers).  As the park is 
expected to be better, assume a modest increase in demand of 10%. 
 
We need 1.3 x 1.5 x 1.1 x 954 or 2,046 public parking stalls. 
 
 
Parking Configuration 
 
Perhaps the best configuration is to have mauka and makai diagonal parking spaces.  Do not make the stalls 
perpendicular or close to perpendicular to the roadway as it becomes difficult to park and many drivers will 
just park “crooked” (e.g., visit the Keeaumoku Wal Mart parking lot).  Do not make the spaces too 
narrow.  Stalls perpendicular to the road will result in more confrontational incidents as to who has the right 
to a particular stall. 
 
For the parking at Magic Island, narrow the entry to two rows of parking and have the cars enter from only 
one direction.  See many shopping centers where space is at a premium.  Utilization of this configuration 
should generate more rows of parking.  Note that the spaces could be diagonal for easier parking. 
 
 
Monkeypod trees along Ala Moana Blvd:  Absolutely not.  This was brought up years ago, with a letter to the 
editor.  The roots will eventually uproot the sidewalk and probably Ala Moana Blvd.  Think of another tree or plant or an 
alternative.  Trees such as monkeypods belong in the middle of a vast area where there are no buildings, structures, 
courts or sidewalks which will be damaged and cost the taxpayers more money later on.  Keep in mind the impact of 
fallen leaves.  You don’t want them on the courts or having to clean areas near buildings. 
 
2016:  Why were monkeypod trees planted along Ala Moana Blvd? 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Jane Au <janeau50@hotmail.com>
Sent: Friday, August 17, 2018 1:47 PM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov
Cc: rkeonig@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Comments on Proposed Changes to Ala Moana Park

Ala Moana Park is the "people's" park and should be left just the way it is.  There is little need to redesign this 
favorite spot.  
 
1) I do not want to see a promenade developed.  2) Perpendicular parking proposed on the mauka side is an 
unsafe proposal and unacceptable.  3) There should not be a dog park. 
 
The previous recommendations to upgrading the bathrooms were unacceptable and I commented 
previously.  Enlarging would be my only recommendation. 
 
I do think the water areas that have a lot of coral should be cleared so that the whole length of the park is 
water friendly.  
 
You should not be making changes which cater to the rich who will be or have bought all those condos 
fronting the park, no matter what you have promised them. 
 
So much has changed in this area of Honolulu--let us keep this one memory as it has always been. 
 
Jane Au 
3415 Kahikolu Way 
Honolulu, HI 96818 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Jane Au <janeau50@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 1:43 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Restructuring

I continue to agree with the many others that there needs to be NO CHANGES to the current Ala Moana 
Park.  There is no need for a children's playground or even the dog park.  There is no need for a promenade 
and the caused reduction of parking.  The only thing I would want to see changed is the removal of coral in 
some of the swim areas, especially at the Ewa end. 
 
Thank you. 
Jane Au 
3415 Kahikolu Way 
Honolulu, HI 96818 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Joanne Hiramatsu
Sent: Monday, August 13, 2018 3:51 PM
To: Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: FW: Draft EIS, Ala Moana Regional Park,  Proposed Actions 2.3.5, Parking & 2.3.6, Makai Path

-----Original Message----- 
From: J Ho [mailto:water_ox74@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Sunday, August 12, 2018 9:44 AM 
To: Caldwell, Kirk <kcaldwell@honolulu.gov>; Kroning, Robert J <rkroning@honolulu.gov>; jhiramatsu@bvchdesign.com
Subject: Draft EIS, Ala Moana Regional Park, Proposed Actions 2.3.5, Parking & 2.3.6, Makai Path 
 
Dear Mayor Caldwell, Mr. Robert Kroning, and Ms. Joanne Hiramatsu, 
 
I am strongly opposed to the plan to convert the mauka side of the park road to perpendicular stalls. As teaching 
professional in the UH system who exercises in the ocean an average of five days a week, I implore you not to jeopardize 
the safety of all of us park users by forcing drivers (well-known as the worst in the U.S.) to reverse out of stalls.  There is 
always a lot more going on here at Ala Moana than, say, at Kapi’olani Park’s Kalakaua Avenue and it is distracting, 
confusing, and dangerous without adding the complication of more cars, reduced loading/unloading space between 
cars, and restricted sight lines. 
 
I am also concerned about the many trees that will have to be removed to make way for that plan. 
Please consider that riders of small-wheeled vehicles such as bikes, Segways, scooters, and skateboards are not in the 
Park to enter the ocean.  They can use a path on the grass area and still enjoy the lovely view of the ocean, while being 
diverted to Ward Ave. and, ultimately, Kakaako Waterfront Park.  There they can more safely ride without so many cars 
and pedestrians in their way and enjoy the fun and challenging hilly terrain of that park as well as the equally lovely view 
of - and even closer proximity to- the ocean! 
 
For everyone’s improved safety and comfort, please let pedestrians walk on the pathway and cars drive on the beach 
road without small-wheeled vehicles unnecessarily complicating and endangering life in the Park. 
 
As people retire, lose spouses, and age, the benches and pathway become an important opportunity to socialize and 
maintain a connection with the community.  The benches have deteriorated to a dangerous condition and the wall is 
infested with biting red ants.  Please remember the lonely, isolated citizens who can benefit greatly by having this option 
available to them in the Park. 
 
Finally, I was upset to hear that salespeople in the new condos tell prospective buyers they can walk their dogs in the 
Park.  Not so.  We have a NO ANIMALS law.  That it is not enforced is not a reason we citizens should be picking up dog 
droppings every day or watching swarms of flies eat the droppings before we can pick them up!  It’s infuriating that 
people have so little respect and aloha for their fellow citizens!  I will suggest that future condos build in dog-walking 
areas on their properties before being being granted permission to build.  It’s nice of you to build the dog owners a dog 
park, but why do so when all of Ala Moana Regional Park is already one, big, welcoming dog park!  It’s disgusting and a 
huge health hazard to see dog owners pushing sand over their dog’s piles, the sand in which our children play!   
 
Perhaps you should consult the 
Department of Health on this issue. 
Thank you for your service to our City.  I am outspoken only in the hope of assisting you in making progress for 
everyone’s benefit. 
Sincerely, 
 
Jeffrey B. Ho 

2

2630 Kapiolani Blvd Apt 1101 
Honolulu, HI 96826 
 
Email address:  water_ox74@yahoo.com 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Jeremy Grad <jergrad@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 21, 2019 10:13 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: I support the playground

Aloha,  
 
I'm writing as a lifelong resident of Oahu and a user of Ala Moana beach park since childhood. I think that the proposed 
inclusive playground within the Ala Moana park is a wonderful idea, and I'm writing in strong support of it.  
 
As a fatherof a toddler, I think that the proposed playground is just what the park needs. I am truly dismayed at the 
negative NIMBY attitudes that seem to be dominating discussion of the playground and the park revitalization in 
general. The park should be for everyone, not just a select few vocal residents and park users.  
 
Let's build this park playground for all kids to enjoy!  
 
Sincerely, 
Jeremy Grad 
Manoa resident  
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August 22, 2018 
  
Aloha Kākou, 
 
Beyond the inner reef of Ala Moana Beach Park is a special surf spot dear to my heart and draws 
me to the beach park nearly every day. My connection to the ocean and the local community has 
encouraged me to voice my thoughts and concerns regarding the DEIS. Although I support some 
of the proposed actions, I oppose the following three: 
 
1. “Widening the shared-use path along the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive” (Section 2.3.6)  
 
Widening the shared-use path was rejected by the local community in three public forums that 
took place in March 2015, April 2016, and January 2018. Although the local community 
expressed their desire to improve the park (i.e., maintain bathrooms and facilities, add more trash 
receptacles, plant more trees, increase security, and hire more maintenance and groundskeeping 
staff), they also have repeatedly stressed that the City and County preserve the local character of 
the park and restrain from upscaling the park with modern design and added structures. Our 
thoughts still stand today as seen in the Town Hall Meeting hosted by Mālama Moana on August 
16, 2018. 
 
The current makai pathway should not be developed into a wide shared-use path because it 
creates a safety issue for pedestrians and wheeled vehicles, such as bicycles and Segways. Even 
if there is a proposed lane for pedestrians and a lane for wheeled vehicles, there is still the 
potential for many accidents. I also believe this proposed action will encourage the use of more 
commercial motor vehicles by tourists to the beach park and discourage the local people from 
using the pathway for their daily routines. 
 
According to the DEIS, the long-term goal is to “maintain and improve the grounds and facilities 
while remaining true to its local character as ‘The People’s Park’’’ (p. 36). However, developing 
a wide shared-use path will lead to the removal of the grass strip which will negatively impact 
the local character and traditions of the park. Though there are many grassy areas throughout the 
park, this grass strip is unique because it is only a few feet away from the ocean and provides a 
convenient area where people can load/unload their beach equipment. For generations, the grass 
strip has been a space where families barbecue, parents can watch their keiki play in the sand, 
and people can relax and watch the sunrise and sunset. Removing the grass strip to develop a 
wide shared-use path will put an end to these local traditions forever. 
 
2. “Reconfigure parking on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive to add more stalls” (Section 
2.3.5)  
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This is another proposed action that is opposed by many local beach park users because it will 
remove additional grassy areas and open park space. Increasing the number of parking stalls will 
increase park usage and may impact the park resources and nearshore environment. I recommend 
the City and County to conduct a study that shows what is a sustainable carrying capacity on an 
average day at Ala Moana Beach Park. 
 
3. “Add a dog park near Kewalo Basin” (Section 2.3.1) 
 
While I enjoy taking my dog to the dog park, I oppose having a dog park near the beach because 
dog poop contains harmful bacteria and parasites that may end up in the ocean and cause many 
types of infections. Every summer, beaches across the world are closed because of fecal 
contamination found in animal poop. Although this could be avoided if everyone picked up their 
dog’s poop, it is very unlikely that every piece of poop will be picked up especially if there is no 
strict enforcement. 
 
In closing, thank you for allowing me to voice my thoughts and concerns. I am humbled by the 
generations before me and grateful to those who stand today to protect and preserve the local 
character and traditions of Ala Moana Beach Park. Please keep our beloved park “The People’s 
Park”.  
 
Sincerely, 
Jesi Bautista 
Email: fishfromtheocean@gmail.com 
 
 

March 25, 2019 
 
Aloha,  
 
Beyond the inner reef of Ala Moana Beach Park is a surf break that holds a special place in my heart and 
draws me to the beach park nearly every day. My connection to the ocean and the local community has 
encouraged me to voice my thoughts and concerns regarding the Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic 
Island Improvements Second Draft Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS).  
 
I support my comments from my Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) letter submitted on 
August 22, 2018 (please see attached). I still strongly oppose the following DEIS proposed actions:  

1. Widening the shared-use path along the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive 
2. Reconfigure parking on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive to add more stalls 

 
I strongly oppose the following SDEIS proposed actions: 

1. Dog Park 
2. Playground 
3. Sand Replenishment and Long-Term Beach Nourishment 

 
 
SDEIS Proposed Action: Dog Park (2.3.1) 
 
Comment: Because adding a dog park will cause irreparable harm to the environment, expose the public 
to high levels of pathogens, reduce water quality, and harm public health and safety, I strongly oppose the 
proposed action. 
 

A. The SDEIS does not evaluate impacts to the ocean, water quality, or fish and wildlife 
 
A dog park should not be located near the beach, because dog feces contain high levels of enterococci 
which will lead to reduced water quality and harmful impacts to the ocean and fish and wildlife. 
According to a 2009 study entitled “Microbial load from animal feces at a recreational beach,” high levels 
of enterococci from dog feces were found at a recreational beach in Florida.  Dog feces contained the 1

highest enterococci concentrations, in comparison to humans, birds, and shrimp. The results revealed that 
“one dog feces equated to 3300 people, 6940 bird feces, and 3.2 x 108 shrimp fecal mounds. The 
enterococci contribution from dog feces far exceeded the contribution from human shedding or from bird 
feces. This observation was especially significant as people, birds, and shrimp outnumbered the quantity 
of dogs.” 
 

B. The SDEIS does not evaluate impacts to public health and safety 
 

1 Mary E. Wright et al, “Microbial load from animal feces at a recreational beach,” Marine pollution bulletin 58, no. 
11 (2009): 1649-56. 
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Park users will be exposed to harmful pathogens from dog feces that enter into the ocean, sand, and land. 
Dogs transmit several viral and bacterial diseases that can be transmitted to humans, such as Pasteurella, 
Salmonella, Brucella, Yersinia enterocolitica, Campylobacter, Capnocytophaga, Bordetella 
bronchiseptica, Coxiella burnetii, Leptospira, and Staphylococcus intermedius.  2

  
C. The SDEIS does not evaluate impacts to existing recreational uses 

 
An evaluation is needed to determine how this proposed action will impact existing recreational uses in 
the proposed project’s location (e.g. picnicking, practicing yoga, playing soccer).  
 

D. The SDEIS does not identify or define the entity responsible for enforcement and 
maintenance 

 
Enforcement is needed to assure that dogs are contained within the fence, dogs do not enter non-dog park 
areas, and that dog poop is picked up and put into the waste stations. Maintenance is needed to assure that 
the fence is maintained, grass is cut, and trash containing the dog poop bags is removed. 
 

E. The SDEIS does not address an appropriate statement of need for the proposed action 
 
There is currently no park ranger that enforces the management of dogs. According to the SDEIS, the 
purpose and need for a dog park is: “Some dog owners walk their dogs through the Park, but do not clean 
up after them according to feedback from the scoping meetings. A dog park could be a solution to this 
since the area will be contained by a fence and it will include waste stations.”  Dog owners refusing to 3

pick up their dog’s poop and lack of enforcement is the primary reason why there is dog poop at the beach 
park. Adding a dog park will not ensure that dog owners will no longer continue to allow their dogs to 
poop in the park without cleaning up the mess. Rather than adding a dog park, I believe the solution lies 
in enforcement. 
 
According to the City and County of Honolulu’s “Community Action Plan” for Ala Moana Beach Park, a 
dog park was not part of the 9-point action plan designed by the community in 2015 and no evidence 
shows a desire or need for a dog park.  4

 
Recommendation: Presently, the public is not able to analyze the potential impacts of the SDEIS proposed 
action due to the lack of information. The dog park was not part of the initial action plan discussed at 
public forums in 2015, 2016, and 2017. Please remove the proposed dog park from the existing plan or 
consider an alternative location outside of Ala Moana Beach Park. In addition, the City and County of 
Honolulu should host public meetings for the community to voice their questions, ideas, concerns, and 
recommendations. 

2 I. Ghasemzadeh and S. H. Namazi, “Review of bacterial and viral zoonotic infections transmitted by dogs,” 
Journal of Medicine and Life 8, no. 4 (2015): 1-5. 
3 SDEIS page 2-9; line 6-9 
4 City and County of Honolulu, Community Action Plan, 
https://www.slideshare.net/Crowdbrite/ala-moana-9-point-plan (accessed March 10, 2019).  

 

SDEIS Proposed Action: Playground (2.3.15) 
 
Comment: I strongly oppose the proposed action because it will cause harm to public health and safety 
and does not include public input in the EIS design process.  
 

A. The SDEIS does not evaluate impacts to public health and safety 
 
The ziplines proposed in the playground can result in the keiki losing their grip and falling onto the 
ground or impacting against another structure. Ziplines also require the judgement of when it is safe to let 
go, so younger keiki may be more prone to injuries. According to the National Electronic Injury 
Surveillance System database, 9397 total zipline-related injuries were reported from 2009 to 2015.  The 5

most frequent type of injury was fall (83%) and children ages five to nine were mostly affected (59%). 
Ziplines can lead to many types of injuries, such as fracture, contusion or laceration, head injury, and 
sprain or dislocation. The study concluded that “despite protective surfaces, playground ziplines cause 
significant head injury, extremity fracture and high rates of hospital admission.” 
 
Another safety concern is the splash pad and locating the playground next to an open water source. If the 
water quality of the splash pad is not maintained, the keiki can be exposed to bacteria from drinking 
contaminated water or getting contaminated water on their skin. In addition, locating the children’s 
playground next to the Hawaiian Pond poses risks of the keiki falling or jumping into the Hawaiian Pond 
and drowning. 
 

B. The SDEIS does not evaluate impacts to existing recreational uses 
 
An evaluation is needed to determine how this proposed action will impact existing recreational 
conditions and uses proposed project’s location (e.g. picnicking, practicing yoga, playing soccer).  
 

C. The SDEIS does not identify or define the entity responsible for enforcement and 
maintenance 

 
Enforcement and maintenance is needed to assure that the playground is safe and clean for park users (e.g. 
ziplines, security lighting, and lighting are functioning properly, water quality is safe for the keiki, and 
trash is maintained from the cafe).  
 

D. The SDEIS does not address an appropriate purpose or need for a “world-class” 
playground at Ala Moana Beach Park 

 
There was no clear purpose or need for a one-acre “world-class” playground that includes ziplines, water 
features like a splash pad, security cameras, special lighting, and a new cafe connected to the playground.  
 

5 Christine M. Leeper, Christine J. McKenna, and Barbara A. Gaines, “Homemade zipline and playground track ride 
injuries in children,” Journal of Pediatric Surgery 52, no. 9 (2017): 1511-1515. 
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E. The SDEIS does not adequately address extensive and significant concerns raised in public 
meetings and comments on the DEIS 
 

The SDEIS states “The community and current park users have expressed concerns to keep the Park’s 
character the same. There was no desire to upscale the Park with modern design and added structures. [...] 
The long-term goal for the Park’s revitalization is to maintain and improve the grounds and facilities 
while remaining true to its local character as “The People’s Park.””  The “world-class” playground does 6

not fit in with the character of the park and is a prime example of the public’s concern of upscaling the 
beach park with modern design and added structures. The same concern was expressed by the community 
throughout five public forums that took place in March 2015, April 2016, January 2018, August 2018, 
and March 2019.  
 
Recommendation: The public is not able to analyze the potential impacts of the SDEIS proposed action 
due to the lack of information. The City and County of Honolulu should host public meetings for the 
community to voice their questions, ideas, concerns, and recommendations. An alternative location 
outside of Ala Moana Beach Park should be considered, such as near the Hawai‘i Children’s Discovery 
Center.  
 
 
SDEIS Proposed Action: Sand Replenishment and Long-Term Beach Nourishment (2.3.14) 
 
Comment: I strongly oppose the proposed action because it may cause irreparable harm to the 
environment, forever change our local surf breaks, and does not include public input in the EIS design 
process.  
 

A. The SDEIS lacks scientific integrity 
 

The SDEIS lacks scientific integrity by failing to provide data sources, survey and study methods and 
results. Without this information, the public cannot know if data were properly applied and interpreted 
and cannot verify that acceptable and logical conclusions were reached.  
 
The following are just some examples of these failings: 
 
● “The beach nourishment project is expected to have no effect on the surf break”  There is no scientific 7

data to support that the proposed action will have “no effect on the surf break.”  
 

● “SEI performed a wave model analysis with the dredging scenario and found that dredging at the sand 
deposit location would not cause a noticeable change in the surf breaks”  There is no scientific data to 8

support that the proposed action will “not cause a noticeable change.” In addition, “noticeable 

6 SDEIS page 1-5; line 39-40 & page 1-6; line 1 & 4-6 
7 SDEIS page 4-55; line 18-19 
8 SDEIS page 4-51; line 30-32 

 

change” needs to be defined as this could be an imparible impact to the ocean, surf breaks, and marine 
resources.  

 
● “Access route to the surf breaks may be temporarily hindered since surfers enter the water from the 

Beach.”  The SDEIS does not meaningfully evaluate impacts to access. The word “temporarily” 9

needs to be defined as it could mean days, weeks, or months. Alternative access points to the beach 
need to be provided in order that access is not restricted while that part of the beach is unavailable 
during dredging. 

 
● “No reef fish were observed at the central location of the donor site.”  Studies of the offshore sand 10

dredging area did not include many species that pass through the area, including mū, pāpio, uhu, sea 
cucumbers, rays, sharks, and endangered Hawaiian monk seals, which are regularly viewed by surfers 
and divers in the area.  

 
B. The SDEIS does not evaluate the direct and indirect impacts from dredging sand from the 

Ala Moana Offshore deposit, which is located directly offshore from the Courts, 
Concessions, and Baby Haleiwa surf breaks. 

 
The SDEIS should include additional scientific analysis to identify direct impacts to all three surf breaks, 
such as change to wave height, period and direction, bathymetry, and hydrodynamic conditions. The 
SDEIS only addressed some of these impacts to Courts. 
 
The SDEIS should include additional scientific analysis to identify indirect impacts on recreational 
activities, including surfing, paddling, diving, and swimming. The SDEIS needs to address impacts from 
construction during dredging (e.g. noise, dust, and fumes), risks to health and safety, and reduced water 
quality from turbidity.  

 
C. The SDEIS does not accurately establish and consider baseline conditions for Courts, 

Concessions, and Baby Haleiwa surf break 
 
Without established baseline conditions for each of the three surf breaks, there is no way to determine 
what effect the proposed action will have on the environment and people. The SDEIS needs to establish 
accurate and comprehensive data on baseline conditions of the wave height, wave period, and probability 
of occurrence at Courts, Concessions, and Baby Haleiwa. Properly establishing baseline conditions also 
requires a clear description of how conditions have changed over time and how they are likely to change 
in the future without the proposed action. This information is critical to understand the direct, indirect, 
and cumulative impacts of the proposed action.  
 
Recommendation: Baseline conditions for all three surf breaks should be established. A surfing focus 
group representative of the surfing community (including local surfers, local surfing organizations and 

9 SDEIS page 4-55; line 20-22 
10 SDEIS page 4-35; line 1 
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other stakeholders) should be created and engaged with throughout the EIS process. Having a surfing 
focus group is critical to include certain values and forms of knowledge of the surf breaks and to 
determine acceptable mitigation measures.  
 
In closing, thank you for the opportunity to comment on the SDEIS for Ala Moana Beach Park. I am 
humbled by the generations before me and grateful to those who stand today to protect and preserve the 
park, surrounding shoreline and ocean, and local character and traditions of Ala Moana Beach Park. 
Please keep our beloved park “The People’s Park.”  
 
Sincerely,  
Jesi Bautista 
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1

Joanne Hiramatsu

From: jettatobin <jettatobin@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 10, 2018 10:58 AM
To: Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Ala Moana park , keep it simple

 
Aloha, 
Please focus on the basics. The park does not get the care and attention that it already deserves. It seems like 
the changes about parking and dog parks, playground, are suggested by people that do not use the park daily, 
weekly. Come to the park yourself and walk around and use it, see for yourself. 
 
1.The showers, handle may or may not work. The water streams are incondistent. 
2.sandy beach, sand is disappearring 
3. Park bench, picnic tables. They are a mess. Dirty, splinters, slats missing. 
4. Concession food stand. It's terrible. For the price, the food is stale. Order a sandwich and watch the bread fall apart. 
Suggestion, get someone in there with delicious fresh and healthy options. As well as environmental friendly. That's the 
trend anyway. 
5. Park rangers are a fabulous idea. Deter thefts and reinforce park rules. Rip offs are rampant. 2 weeks ago, I know of a 
swimmer had all her things taken as well as her car. 
-The signs are up but not followed. You always see dogs, smoking, volleyball, football in undesignated areas on the 
beach.  I have been hit, run over several times while minding my own business on the beach. All you get is a "sorry" 
maybe. 
6. Keep it clean. Pick up the rubbish regularly and hold those that make a mess accountable. Many people with mental 
health issues are using the park too. Could really use some help on that. 
7. Contamination. Sometimes the water gets so unhealthy. More attention really should go to that. 
 
Thank you for your time. 
You have a huge task ahead of you. 
Please remember to follow what is right and best for the people that love this island and this park the most. This is our 
home and we only have 1. I am sad and sorry about all the over development that has occurred in the area. We all know 
those nice condos bring in tons of money to our island. Also brings in changes that are not good for the regular people of 
Hawaii. 
Please keep us in mind and always ask  questions to those in power. Good for the island people or good for the $. 
 
Malama pono, 
Jetta 
 
 
 
Sent from my Sprint Samsung Galaxy S7 edge. 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: jettatobin <jettatobin@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 10, 2018 9:41 PM
To: Rebecca Choi
Cc: Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: RE: Ala Moana park , keep it simple

FYI. High bacteria levels detected today at Ala Moana, Magic Island. 
Happens quite often. That should probably be an issue that far outways dog parks, parking and playgrounds. 
 
Thank you for lustening. 
Jetta 
 
 
 
Sent from my Sprint Samsung Galaxy S7 edge. 
 
-------- Original message -------- 
From: Rebecca Choi <rchoi@bchdesign.com>  
Date: 7/10/18 2:42 PM (GMT-10:00)  
To: jettatobin@gmail.com  
Cc: Joanne Hiramatsu <jhiramatsu@bchdesign.com>  
Subject: RE: Ala Moana park , keep it simple  
 

Aloha, 

  

Thank you for your comment and input on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Ala Moana Regional Park 
and Magic Island Improvements. Belt Collins Hawaii LLC and the City’s Department of Design and Construction will 
review your comments and will provide a response after the end of the comment period. We appreciate your time and 
interest in this project.  

  

  

Sincerely yours, 

  

BELT COLLINS HAWAII LLC 

  

From: jettatobin [mailto:jettatobin@gmail.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, July 10, 2018 10:58 AM 
To: Joanne Hiramatsu <jhiramatsu@bchdesign.com> 
Subject: Ala Moana park , keep it simple 

2

  

  

Aloha, 

Please focus on the basics. The park does not get the care and attention that it already deserves. It seems like 
the changes about parking and dog parks, playground, are suggested by people that do not use the park daily, 
weekly. Come to the park yourself and walk around and use it, see for yourself. 

  

1.The showers, handle may or may not work. The water streams are incondistent. 

2.sandy beach, sand is disappearring 

3. Park bench, picnic tables. They are a mess. Dirty, splinters, slats missing. 

4. Concession food stand. It's terrible. For the price, the food is stale. Order a sandwich and watch the bread fall apart. 
Suggestion, get someone in there with delicious fresh and healthy options. As well as environmental friendly. That's the 
trend anyway. 

5. Park rangers are a fabulous idea. Deter thefts and reinforce park rules. Rip offs are rampant. 2 weeks ago, I know of a 
swimmer had all her things taken as well as her car. 

-The signs are up but not followed. You always see dogs, smoking, volleyball, football in undesignated areas on the 
beach.  I have been hit, run over several times while minding my own business on the beach. All you get is a "sorry" 
maybe. 

6. Keep it clean. Pick up the rubbish regularly and hold those that make a mess accountable. Many people with mental 
health issues are using the park too. Could really use some help on that. 

7. Contamination. Sometimes the water gets so unhealthy. More attention really should go to that. 

  

Thank you for your time. 

You have a huge task ahead of you. 

Please remember to follow what is right and best for the people that love this island and this park the most. This is our 
home and we only have 1. I am sad and sorry about all the over development that has occurred in the area. We all know 
those nice condos bring in tons of money to our island. Also brings in changes that are not good for the regular people of 
Hawaii. 

Please keep us in mind and always ask  questions to those in power. Good for the island people or good for the $. 

  

Malama pono, 

Jetta 
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Sent from my Sprint Samsung Galaxy S7 edge. 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Jijuma4Appa <jijuma4appa@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2019 12:56 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Testimony in Support of the Inclusive Playground

I am writing to express my support of the proposed inclusive playground in Ala Moana Park. 
 
1 in 7 children cannot access play opportunities in traditionally designed playgrounds.  What we say to that seventh child 
matters.  
  
Inclusive playgrounds make it possible to all children to experience the developmental benefits of active, physical play 
including social, cognitive and physical development. To ignore the opportunity to create a space that will give every 
child equal access to the power of play is to send the wrong message to that seventh child, others with disabilities, and 
the broader community.  
 
 
Generations of my family have spent time at Ala Moana Park.  It is a space that brings people together. My 
understanding is that the proposed playground is privately funded and there are plans so it can be sustained as a place 
for everyone.  This playground will mean there is a place where all have access to the power of play — and so much 
more.  
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jill Takasaki Canfield 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Jillian Cristobal <jmc46@hawaii.edu>
Sent: Friday, August 10, 2018 3:22 PM
To: Joanne Hiramatsu; kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; rkroning@honolulu.gov
Cc: sbolduc@hawaii.edu
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements DEIS Comment Letter (attached file)
Attachments: AMRP(DEIS)Comment Letter_JillianC..pdf

Hi Joanne, 
 
I am writing to you in response to the Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements DEIS. Please see the 
attached PDF file for my comments. Looking forward to reading the FEIS. 
 
Best,  
Jillian Cristobal 
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Hi Joanne, 
 

I am writing to you as a concerned citizen for the Ala Moana Regional Park (AMRP) and 
Magic Island Improvements Draft EIS. Being born and raised here in Honolulu, Oʻahu I am 
quite familiar with AMRP and want to make sure it remains a park for everyone. My more 
detailed questions, comments, and concerns for the proposed action are compiled into the table 
below.  
 
Subject Questions, Comments, and Concerns 

 
•

•

•

•

•
 

 

•

•

•

 

 

•

•

 

 

•

 

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
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•

•
•

•

•

•
o

o

•
•
•

•

•

•

•

  
Some of my overall comments: 

• Please provide more: 
o Methodology description/details. 
o Design details and specifications for individual projects. 
o Proposed alternatives and various design options for individual projects.  
o Visual aids/ renderings. Descriptions are great but for the general public visual 

aids can be the most effective in communicating the proposed project.  
• Please elaborate on and be more descriptive in the alternatives analysis. 
• I would like to see a prioritized and date of estimated completion for the various 

proposed projects. Various celebrations and events take place at this park and an effort 
should be made to try and coordinate construction accordingly to avoid conflict if at all 
possible.  

 
Overall, I have enjoyed reading this DEIS. It has great intentions but needs to be properly 

executed to avoid unintended consequences and public backlash. More detail along with 
proposed alternatives needs to be included so the public knows exactly what is being proposed 
and can comment on various proposed design plans. As a lifetime Honolulu resident, I am 
concerned with the increasing development in Ala Moana, Ward village, and Kakaako. The 
DEIS states, “The proposed action will help the park adapt to the evolving neighborhood around 
it.” (p.1-5, line 19-20). Please keep in mind that Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island is 
not just for the surrounding neighborhood. It is a park for people and families from all over 
Oʻahu and Honolulu. It is place of family BBQs, birthday parties, and all celebrations and should 
stay true to this nature while restoring, revitalizing, enhancing, and improving the park. I look 
forward to reading the FEIS. 

 
Best of luck, 
 
 Jillian Cristobal 
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Cannot decipher writing. Same response as others on this list.
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Rebecca Choi

From: Jolene Chongchua <jolenevariety@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, March 24, 2019 2:26 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Inclusive Playground

To Whom It May Concern: 
 
I would like to offer my full support for the inclusive playground proposed for Ala Moana Park.  With the playground 
being privately funded, gifted back to the City, and being build in a currently inactive part of the park, this is a great 
opportunity for our community.  This playground is designed with all kids in mind.  1 in 7 kids cannot access play 
opportunities due their special needs.  For me, its this part of their thoughtfulness that touches my heart the most.  I 
have worked with the special needs community for 18 years and what this park will provide for these children and their 
families goes beyond what can be described in a simple email. 
 
I hope the City will continue to support this gift of a truly inclusive playground! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jolene Chongchua 
Executive Director  
Variety School of Hawaii 
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March 21, 2019 
 
To:  Mayor Kirk Caldwell 
 
Subject:  Comments and Questions on Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island 
Improvements Second Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
 
As a resident of the City and County of Honolulu, a concerned citizen and as a user of Ala 
Moana Beach park, I am submitting the following comments and questions on the Ala Moana 
Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements Second Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(SDEIS).  Please add my voice and comments to that of other concerned Honolulu residents who 
use the Park and who have participated in the ongoing planning and review process.  Thank you. 
 
1.  As a reader of the SDEIS, not having reviewed the initial Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement, I found the SDEIS informational in some areas, such as the section on beach 
nourishment, and lacking information and objective evidence in other areas, such as the sections 
on the Alternatives Analysis and Parking.  For example, there is no substantive discussion of the 
differences between the Restore alternative and the Enhance alternative as the only statement 
provided to us is, “The enhance alternative includes all proposed improvements in the restore 
alternative with some changes to the existing conditions.”  How is a reasonable person to 
evaluate why the Enhance alternative should be preferred over the Restore alternative?  Chapter 
11-200 of the Hawaii Revised Statutes requires that “analysis shall be sufficiently detailed to 
allow the comparative evaluation of the environmental benefits, costs, and risks of the proposed 
action and each reasonable alternative.”  I believe the SDEIS does not meet this requirement and 
does not allow the citizenry to make informed decisions on the proposed actions overall. 
 
2.  Related to the comments above, I cannot agree that the preferred Enhance alternative is better 
(will achieve improvements with impacts at an acceptable level) than the Restore alternative.  
The one line related to the Restore alternative states that it “may not” sustain longevity of the 
Park and ensure its preservation.  This is not acceptable for not considering this alternative 
further nor acceptable as a reason for preferring the actions of the Enhance alternative. 
 
3.  I am not in favor of the dog park activity proposed in section 2.3.1.  I believe the area should 
be left as is or several alternatives besides a dog park (for example, an exercise area, or expanded 
beach volleyball area, a picnic area, etc.) should be considered and input solicited from the 
public. 
 
4.  I do not support widening of the shared use path on the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive, 
it is sufficiently wide now whenever we are using it for walking, etc. 
 
5.  I also do not support the proposed playground.  There will certainly be increased maintenance 
and repair costs in the long term from a playground, among other impacts, and there is no 
account of this. 
 
6.  Regarding improved access to the Park from Ala Moana Boulevard, in section 2.3.3 of the 
SDEIS it is proposed to remove boundary walls at the pedestrian entrances at the Piikoi entrance 
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and the Queen Street entrance.  However, I believe some manner of wall is protective of 
pedestrians in light of the recent, tragic accident at Kamakee and Ala Moana.  The speed limit 
along Ala Moana Boulevard is 35 miles and I feel safer waiting along Ala Moana with a barrier 
protecting me from the full force of a moving vehicle.  I would not like to see all of the boundary 
walls removed. 
 
7.  Related to traffic and parking, the parking occupancy study in Appendix C of the SDEIS 
states that 113 new spaces are recommended to meet the demand on Saturdays and Sundays.  Yet 
the proposed actions include an increase in 239 public parking spaces and a significant 
lengthening of the Magic Island parking lot so that the lot extends much further into current 
green space, and the SDEIS still states no impacts to fireworks events and no long term impacts 
from the increase in parking stalls.  Here are two impacts I can think of: fewer people will be 
able to view fireworks from the vantage point of Magic Island because the proposed expansion 
of the parking lot takes green space away, and the increased traffic projected due to more parking 
spaces will have long term impacts on the Park’s infrastructure (roads, facilities).  I strongly 
request a side by side comparison of the current Magic Island parking lot with the proposed 
parking lot, with facts on the expected square footage decrease in green space on Magic Island.  
Additionally, an explanation of the reasons for why the proposed parking lot is not as wide as the 
current parking lot.  I am not in support of the proposed design of the expanded Magic Island 
parking lot. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jon Ishihara 
Honolulu 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Jonathan Janus <jdjanus@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, March 24, 2019 8:18 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: I Support the Playground

To Whom it May Concern, 
 
I am a Kaneohe resident with 2 boys (7 and 4). I can also say that I have lived in other cities beside Honolulu and in 
comparison, the playgrounds that are available to the children of Hawaii are lacking. 
 
Pa'ani Kakou is trying to do something special that will benefit everyone. Residents, visitors, poor, and wealthy.  To think 
that this is only a park to benefit the residents of the Kakaako tours is silly. Those towers are disproportionately empty 
and owned by people without young children for the most part. 
 
The reality is that people from all over Honolulu will travel to Ala Moana to use this feature.  
 
On the Windward side, we all drive to Aikahi Elementary to what is probably the best playground on the island. And 
even that is modest. 
 
Don't stop improvements to our islands just for the sake of being difficult. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jonathan Janus 
 
Kaneohe, HI 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Joy Rabanal <jkt.rab90@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2019 10:14 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park - 2nd Draft EIS Comment

Leave Ala Moana park alone.  There are other issues that require attention.  Think smart and spend our money where it 
is much more needed.   
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Rebecca Choi

From: Joyce Wong <joycwong@aol.com>
Sent: Wednesday, March 20, 2019 6:26 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Inclusive playground plan for Ala Moana park

 
To whom it may concern:                                              I would like to strongly support the inclusive playground that would 
be designed and donated to Ala Moana park. I am a retired pediatric nurse who has taken care of children my whole 
career, including my grandson who was diagnosed with a brain tumor. This  well designed park will add so much quality 
of life for children with disabilities, including the aspect of blending activity with normal kids. As a certified holistic nurse, 
I would like to emphasize that this is a positive reflection of meeting mind-body-spirit needs of children. Precious quality 
of life for our Hawaii keiki should be a priority. I highly endorse this project. Mahalo. Joyce Wong, RN, HN-BC, CPON, 
CHTP, LMT 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: jsggs3 <jsggs3@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, August 20, 2018 5:24 PM
To: Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Ala Moana

Pertaining to the beach design. Feedback 
Please , do not alter the oceanside parking and walk. Redesign the mauka side if u must and the circle lot into 2 long 
rectangles w 2 rows each grass are in middle w walk from bridge to curb height crosswalk to beach w access to restroom 
and concession and lideguard or close to but not at the bridge w footpath.. Making mid park more accessible and still 
having only 2 rows per to keep cars visible and deter thefts. w secueity patrol. Keep trees pruned w lowest branches @ 
10ft.highest @20ft..(out of reach,shatterproof) Install solar motion detection lights hidden in canopy of trees and dark 
areas. Lock lots at .5 hrs. before/after sunset to sunrise ,except special events. Regular Pressure wash high traffic areas 
and restrooms n high density Bird areas. W biodegradable cleaner... keep natural light w regular pruning.etc... 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Juancho Bautista <juanchobautista@aol.com>
Sent: Sunday, August 19, 2018 1:10 PM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov
Cc: Joanne Hiramatsu; rkroning@honolulu.gov
Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Statement, Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements, 

issued by Belt Collins on July 8, 2018

Aloha,

I am commenting on the Master Plan for Ala Moana Regional Park DEIS. I support many 
proposed actions in the Master Plan, but there are 3 proposed actions that I oppose. 

Before I start, I just want to say that Ala Moana Beach Park will always be a special place to me. I 
love surfing here with my family, friends, and all the aunties and uncles. It is a wonderful community 
and we have the park and ocean to thank. 

I oppose "Widening the shared-use path along the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive" in Section 
2.3.6. I encourage and recommend that you ask the people that go to the beach park everyday what 
day and time they see the existing pathway overcrowded. You can also ask why this may be. I say 
this because whenever I come here, there is plenty of space for the walkers, joggers, and people 
entering the ocean to swim, surf, etc. The only time I see it overcrowded is on big holidays or when 
the Segways are there. Are we widening the pathway for more commercial motor vehicle 
businesses? There is another pathway (mauka) that runs in the park that could be used as a safer 
alternative for biking and other motor vehicles. Also, so many of us have a strong connection to the 
grassy area (which will be removed if the existing pathway is widened) because it is where we have 
our family bbqs. I hope we can keep this strip of grassy area for the next generations to come, so 
they may enjoy this special area with their families. 

I oppose "Reconfigure parking on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive to add more stalls" in 
Section 2.3.5. Reconfiguring the mauka parking to perpendicular stalls can be very unsafe when cars 
are backing out onto the main street. Please think about what is safe for the people. Also, this is 
another proposed action that is taking away more and more grassy areas and replacing it with more 
and more cement. 

I oppose "Add a dog park near Kewalo Basin" in Section 2.3.1. I really would like the City and County 
of Honolulu to conduct a study or have a poll that shows how many beach park users want to add a 
dog park. 

Mahalo for allowing me to voice my concerns and recommendations,
Juancho Jr. Bautista
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Rebecca Choi

From: Judy Muncaster <muncasterjudy@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2019 7:22 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Fw: Comments of proposed park changes

On Saturday, March 23, 2019 11:23 PM, Judy Muncaster <muncasterjudy@yahoo.com> wrote:

  Environmental Safety:  
        No playground due to homeless continuing to use the park  
        Majority of occupants in and around the area are older and don't need one.  
        Heavy traffic corridor with constant cars and motorcycles speeding  
        Liability due to injury at a playground 

Other comments:  
The sidewalks, as is, do not need to be widened.  I walk there almost every day and do not see a problem with joggers, 
bikes etc. now safely sharing the space.  

I do not understand park hours.  If the park would not open until 7:00 am, there would be less homeless camping out 
there. (permits can be received for earlier opening for things such a the Honolulu Marathon.) I live across the street and 
know there are some people working night hours and using the park as a home during the day.  One man has been there 
for over three months.        

PLEAESE USE FUNDS TO FIX DEPLORABLE ROADS!   

Judith Ann Muncaster  
1350 Ala Moana Blvd. 
    #2501 
Honolulu, HI 95814 
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1

Rebecca Choi

From: June Pepper <junekpepper@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, March 20, 2019 5:19 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Playground

Dear EIS Evaluators, 

 

My son was part of the group that provided input to Pa'ani Kakou for the proposed all-inclusive playground as part of 
the new master plan at Ala Moana Beach Park.  As an educator, I can attest to the importance of and the value of play 
for children, and I believe that an all-inclusive playground in urban Honolulu can only benefit the children of our state.  I 
write in support of the playground and hope that is included in the master plan. 

  

Thank you for considering this input. 

 

June Pepper 
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Rebecca Choi

From: akajunko@gmail.com
Sent: Friday, March 15, 2019 10:48 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Kaka'ako/Ala Moana Beach Park

Dear Mr. Kroning,  
 
My husband and I live in the neighborhood of Ala Moana Park and enjoy the park almost daily by swimming, Stand Up 
Paddling, and walking. Our grandchildren ages 6 to 17 enjoy the beach in numerous ways. We have friends who drive 
from Kaneohe and Hawaii Kai to enjoy the park. This Beach Park is a magnificent as is with trees, grass, sand, and sea 
that needs no technological improvements with zip lines, skate board park, giant slides or further parking complications.
 
I suggest that the Department of Design and Construction direct their priorities to the following "design and 
construction": 
 
1. Fix all showers and shower heads fully, not just a make shift, patch work fix.  
 
2. Up grade all bathrooms to a first rate, 21st century design.  
 
3. Fix walking paths, sidewalks, and roads completely.  
 
4. Patrol the park to enforce the rules and the law.  
 
Those items should keep your department busy. Please forget this outrageous, money maker for developers, 
contractors, and those on the take who want to build this "One Acre World Class Park" on city land and then take leave 
of the monstrosity to be maintained by the tax payer.  
 
Sincerely,  
 
Junko Davis 
1350 Ala Moana Blvd., PH5 
Honolulu 96814 
808-724-4747 
 
 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Jupiter Kajiwara <jupiter.kajiwara@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2018 10:46 PM
To: Mayor Kirk Caldwell; Robert Kroning; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Statement, Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements, 

issued by Belt Collins on July 8, 2018

Aloha Kakou, 
 
I am commenting on the Master Plan for Ala Moana Regional Park DEIS. I do like many of the proposed actions in the 
Master Plan, but there are a few proposed actions I have issues with. I feel strongly about the following issues because 
this park means a lot to me for the following reasons: 
 
Many decades of surfing, fishing, picnicking and in general, spending time with family and friends at AMRP. 
 
Thank you for allowing me to voice my concerns about the following (2) proposed actions in the DEIS. 
 
My biggest issue with the DEIS is reconfiguring parking on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive to add more stalls; 
(2.3.5). The parking along Ala Moana Park Drive is the best parking you can get for those that are going to the beach. 
Reconfiguring the mauka parking will cause loss of green area adjacent to it. That is something that isn't desirable since 
it is often used for picnicking. Additionally, backing out of a perpendicular stall is much more difficult/dangerous that 
just pulling out of a parallel stall. 
 
My next biggest issue with the DEIS is the widening of the shared-use path along the makai side of Ala Moana Park 
Drive; (2.3.6). I don't feel that there is any need to widen it. It is fine as it is. I am often at AMRP (3-7 days a week; at 
varying times) and never see any major issues caused by the width of the sidewalk. Widening the sidewalk will come at 
the cost of shifting Ala Moana Park Drive Mauka and/or removing the green area adjacent to it. Again not a desirable 
option as many people use it to picnic. 
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Please do not go forward with these plans for the reasons I have stated. In closing, thank you, again, for allowing me to 
voice my concerns. I do hope you are listening to what the people of Hawaii want and do not want. 
 
Sincerely yours, 
Mr. Jupiter Kajiwara 
2851 Von Hamm Place, Honolulu, HI 96813-1007 
jupiter.kajiwara@gmail.com 
808-223-7938 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Justin Uegawa <juegawa@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2018 4:36 PM
To: Joanne Hiramatsu; rkroning@honolulu.gov; kcaldwell@honolulu.gov
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements Draft EIS published on July 8, 2018

loha,  
 
I am a resident of O'ahu and an frequent user of Ala Moana Beach Park. I have read the 20 proposed actions 
in the Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements Draft EIS. I support the proposed actions that 
will maintain and improve the park while keeping the local character of our beloved park. However, I oppose 
the following proposed actions: Widening the shared-use path along the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive 
(Section 2.3.6); Reconfigure parking on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive to add more stalls (Section 
2.3.5); Add a dog park near Kewalo Basin (Section 2.3.1). because I believe these changes will create safety, 
environmental, socioeconomic, and cultural issues. 
 
Mahalo for allowing me to voice my thoughts and concerns,  
Justin Uegawa 
juegawa@gmail.com 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Karen Hiroshige <kkhiroshige@yahoo.com>
Sent: Saturday, March 23, 2019 9:25 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Playground at Ala Moana Park

I am in favor of the construction of this park as it is something positive for our community, and it will 
be built with private funds.  I do have three grandchildren and I am always thinking of places I could 
take them when there is no school in session.  Most of the places I think of involve a cost  which is 
quite exorbitant when having to cover four (3 children + myself) 
admissions.          At a time in our culture 
when youngsters spend so much time engaging in sedate activities, such as playing video games, it 
would be great for them to engage in physical activities to develop their stamina and strengthen their 
bodies. 

The greatest thing is that it will not require taxpayers' money! 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Kari Bogner <kbogner@hawaii.wish.org>
Sent: Wednesday, March 20, 2019 6:03 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Inclusive playground

Aloha, 
 
Thank you for a moment of your time so that I may express my utmost support for the inclusive playground project at 
Ala Moana Park. 
I work for Make-A-Wish Hawaii in the capacity of delivering our mission of granting wishes for children with life-
threatening/critical conditions.  Many of the children that are referred to us are those that would benefit from a 
playground like this.  Each year, approximately 150 kids are referred for a wish.  A large percentage have disabilities that 
would exclude them from utilizing a traditional playground.  Over the years we have received several wish requests for 
playgrounds that are accessible to our wish kids.  All that our organization can typically do is a small set up inclusive of 1 
or 2 elements.  While this is impactful, it is very limited and excludes the element of socialization with children of similar 
abilities/situations.  As a mother of 2 medically fragile children, I am keenly aware of the challenges faced by kids who 
“don’t fit into the standard mold” of childhood normalcy and abilities.  They are often left out and quite frankly, 
marginalized.  These kids need a place where they can come and meet the most basic childhood need- the need to play!
 
As a community, we need to get behind this initiative and send a message to these kids -and their families- that they 
matter.  That they are not forgotten and that their lives are valued by our state.  An inclusive playground will give 
devoted parents a place to bring and engage their children in activity that will contribute to their overall health and 
happiness. It will benefit the entire family in ways that are tangible and important in managing stress and promoting 
happiness as a family. 
 
Please consider how many times the average parent brings their kids to the park to get exercise, explore, make new 
friends, “burn off extra energy” …or simply to share and afternoon with their child as a bonding activity after school or 
on a weekend morning.  What better thing is there as a child than to be pushed on a swing by mom, dad, or a 
grandparent? It’s not only exercise, but an exercise in bonding. (Dedicated, enjoyable time together.) 
When a child isn’t able to do any of those things due to a reason that they had no control over, it’s difficult.  They are 
aware that they are different.  Already much of childhood is taken away by medicine and therapy.  Let’s give these kids 
something to look forward to.  A place to be kids without the limitations they find in every other aspect of their 
lives.  Let’s help them grow, discover a community that allows them to feel accepted and find a place to feel safe and 
accepted. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of this important intitative! 
 
Warmest wishes, 
Kari 
 
Kari Bogner 
Wish Mom/Director of Mission Delivery 
Make-A-Wish Hawaii 
kbogner@hawaii.wish.org 
808.537.3118 ext. 103 
Fax: 808.536.5566 
__________________________________________________________ 
223 South King Street, Suite 100 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Kathy Inouye <kinouye@kobayashi-group.com>
Sent: Wednesday, March 20, 2019 4:11 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Children's Playground Project

My name is Kathy Inouye and I have lived in the Ala Moana/Kakaako area for almost 15 
years.  Over this time I’ve seen the community grow to where it is truly coming alive with 
restaurants, shopping and young families.  I am fortunate to be able to live and work here and 
often pass Kolowalu Park.  It is full of lively children and their siblings, dogs, parents, or 
caregivers on any given day.  I have often stopped on my way to or from work just to watch 
the activity.  I’ve often counted in the range of 35-40 people in this convenient, but little 
pocket park.   I feel this clearly indicates the need for more playgrounds in the area and was 
excited when the concept of a playground was proposed for a corner of Ala Moana Park.  I’ve 
sat in on concept presentations of the park to cultural descendants and their children and 
witnessed their excited anticipation.  What makes this park special is that it is being designed 
so that children with physical or learning disabilities can play alongside their friends or 
siblings.  Importantly, it is being funded without public taxpayers money and will be 
maintained by a nonprofit 501(c)(3) organization.  This is truly a model that we should 
implement not only at Ala Moana Park, but hopefully across the islands.   
 
Kathy Whang Inouye 
Senior Advisor 
Kobayashi Group, LLC 
1288 Ala Moana Blvd., Suite 201 
Honolulu, HI 96814 
O: (808) 692-0041 
C: (808) 216-6809 
E: kinouye@kobayashi-group.com 
 
 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail message, including any attachments, is for the sole use of the intended 
recipient(s) and may contain confidential and privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or 
distribution is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all 
copies of the original message. 
 
 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail message, including any  
attachments, is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s)  
and may contain confidential and privileged information. Any  
unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is  
prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please 
contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of the 
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original message. 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Kawika Freitas <kawika.hbva@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 10, 2018 8:01 AM
To: Rebecca Choi
Cc: Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Re: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements Draft Environmental Impact 

Statement

Aloha - Thank you for sending me a copy of the assessment for review and comment. It was very informative and 
detailed on the history of Ala Moana and the intent of the project. I have no objection to the proposal and no comment. 
Looks good and i look forward to enjoying the improved park with my Ohana.  
 
 
Thank You, 
Kawika Freitas 
kawika.hbva@gmail.com 
www.hbva.org 

Right-click or tap and hold 
here to download  pictu res. 
To help protect you r 
privacy, Outlook prevented 
auto matic downlo ad o f 
this pictu re from the  
In ternet.

 
 
 
On Mon, Jul 9, 2018 at 9:22 AM Rebecca Choi <rchoi@bchdesign.com> wrote: 

  

Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) 

Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements 

Tax Map Key: (1) 2-3-37:001, 002, 022,023, 025 

Honolulu, O‘ahu, Hawai‘i 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The Environmental Notice
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Rebecca Choi

From: ken@mcguirecreative.com
Sent: Sunday, February 10, 2019 11:13 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: ala moana revamp

Aloha, 
 
At first glance of he EIS I am saddened to see there is no consideration for skateboard area(s). 
 
Both transit and recreational considerations seem worthy to the local and visiting population of the region. 
 
How can this be corrected. 
 
Mahalo, 
Ken 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: kevin o'leary <freenjay1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2018 9:17 PM
To: Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: DEIS for Ala Moana Park, comments

Dear Ms Hiramatsu, Regarding the “enhancement” plans for Ala Moana Beach Park, two things 
come to mind. First, much of the park is on the historic registry, and many of the changes 
proposed will run into restrictions placed on changing the existing historic features. Secondly, 
consider the likelihood that global warming, and the resultant sea-level rise, is a real 
phenomenon. Does it make sense to put a lot of money into improving the infastructure of the 
park (like widening the makai promenade) when much of the park (which is essentially flat 
land) may one day be underwater.?  

Given this very real possibility, doesn’t the “Restore” option make more sense? The park is 
beautifully designed, enjoyed by everbody ever since it opened. It needs some repair, 
restoration, and better maintenance. But we should have a wait-and-see approach to investing 
heavily in additional structures or large scale improvements. It’s actually a cost issue. 

Kevin O’Leary 

3390-Kalihi St.,  

Honolulu, HI 96819 
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Rebecca Choi

From: kevin o'leary <freenjay1@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, March 24, 2019 2:35 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Improvements to Ala Moana Beach Park

To Mayor Caldwell, Robert Kroning, and Joan Hiramatsu,
Regarding the proposed “improvements” to our beloved Ala Moana Beach Park:
The park is called the “People’s Park” for a reason. Thousands of regular people use it every 
day to walk, surf, exercise, and picnic. This has been its function since it was created. In order 
for these functions to remain viable all that is necessary is for the City to continually restore, 
repair, and preserve the current facility.
What is not needed is for the City to make changes to the park that endanger its unique 
character or affect usage patterns that have developed over decades.
There is no need to change the parking configuration along the main access road; there is no 
need to create a “shared use” path along the beach by widening the current promenade (and 
thereby taking away the green strip used by park goers, especially on the Fourth of July 
weekend).
There is no need to take away current green acreage by creating a corporate-sponsored 
playground or a bark park. A bark park would be more appropriate in Mother Waldron Park. 
There is no need to expand parking at Magic Island, at the expense of picnicking space. The 
park has as many parking stalls as it needs. Bowing down to more automobile use flies in the 
face of transit-oriented development relating to the rail, and the walking-friendly future 
imagined for Kakaako.
No additional corporate eating establishments (such as L and L) are needed. That is what 
picnics are all about.
Instead of these so-called improvements, the City should hire more maintenance staff and 
assign more police to patrol the park to enforce all existing laws.
Sincerely, Kevin O’Leary
3390-A Kalihi St.
Honolulu, HI 96819
Phone: 808-843-0477
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Rebecca Choi

From: kiliwehi <kiliwehi@hawaii.rr.com>
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2019 8:25 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park - 2nd Draft EIS Comment

 
The daily park users DO NOT NEED OR WANT "world class" anything! We want the park, in it's present configuration, to 
be safe, clean and well kept, that's it.  
 
Here are some concrete examples:  
1) There are over 9 dead coconut trees on Magic Island. Are C&C park personnel waiting for one of them to fall on 
someone before they are cut down? 
2) New grass seeds have been sprayed over the existing grass area surrounding the round bathroom/changing area. Did 
anyone bother to check on the condition of the original lawn beforehand? There were HUGE patches of weeds with 
burrs in them that never got weeded. You couldn't walk to the beach without footwear, otherwise you got poked by the 
burrs.  
3) One of the locks on the round restroom door doesn't work because the door was tampered with. Since most of the 
groundskeepers are male, they don't use that particular facility and don't check it either. Sometimes there's no toilet 
paper in a stall. So that takes one or more toilets out of commission. 
4) Where are the "park police" that were touted earlier, because there are dogs on the beach as well as homeless with 
enclosed tents and lean-tos scattered around?  
5) The potholes in the road have been recently filled, but how about repaving the road?  
 
Just take care of what we have! That's what the daily users want. 
 
Kiliwehi Kono  
Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Kim Coyle <kimcsmiles@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2018 11:59 AM
To: Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: ALA MOANA PARK REVITALIZATION

Re: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements – Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)
 

Mayor Caldwell, 
 
Thank you for your efforts to improve Honolulu's parks, including our beloved Ala Moana Park and Magic 
Island.  While some of the proposed actions in the DEIS are welcome, there are a few that concerns me 
because they will make the park less safe and destroy the local character and culture of Ala Moana.  
 
1. Reconfiguring parking on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive to add more stalls,  
 perpendicular stalls (DEIS pg 2-6, 2-17). 
 a.Perpendicular parking stalls are unsafe 
 
Perpendicular stalls were proposed in the Environmental Impact Statement Preparation Notice (EISPN pg 11), 
published in December 2017, and were vehemently opposed by the public because they would create serious 
safety issues.  So, why are they still included in the DEIS (178 stalls, DEIS pg 2-18)? Ala Moana Park Drive is 
not a parking lot. It's a thoroughfare, with consistent and sometimes heavy traffic so backing out into traffic 
from perpendicular stalls creates a dangerous situation for motorists, bicyclists, and pedestrians. Furthermore, 
Ala Moana Park Drive has two-way traffic and is poorly lit after sunset so the danger is even more.  
 
Although one design goal of the park revitalization is to create more parking, hence the development of 
perpendicular stalls, this should not be implemented if public safety is compromised.  Public safety should be 
first and foremost, and it’s one of the top policies of Complete Streets, City Ordinance 12-15, which was 
adopted in 2012. Creating perpendicular parking stalls along Ala Moana Park Drive clearly is not in alignment 
with the Complete Streets policy.  
 
 b. Perpendicular stalls will impede traffic flow 
 
Cars backing out of perpendicular stalls on Ala Moana Park Drive will seriously impede traffic flow.  Traffic will 
come to a stop as it waits for cars trying to exit the stalls and the situation is even more unsafe because Ala 
Moana Park Drive is a two way thoroughfare so cars could exit the parking stalls trying to go in either 
direction.  
 
 c. Planned perpendicular stalls will increase storm water runoff 
 
The grass surfaces that currently exist in the proposed areas for the perpendicular stalls are pervious and 
enable storm water to penetrate the ground, which reduces runoff and also provides fresh water to irrigate the 
trees and vegetation.  Replacing this pervious surface with asphalt and concrete will lead to more storm water 
runoff, and without a drainage system in Ala Moana Park, the additional runoff could contaminate the 
environment, including the nearshore waters. Also, given that “there are no specific storm water quality 
projects included in the master plan” (DEIS, pg 3-31), it’s clear that the impacts of the additional runoff have 
been trivialized.  No studies on the potential effects of the additional runoff created by the perpendicular stalls 
have been completed. What kinds of nonpoint source pollutants are present in the storm runoff and what are 
their potential effects on the people, environment, and biota? 
 
2. Increasing the number of parking stalls in the park will increase park usage and could 
 impact park resources and the nearshore environment 

2

 
a. Increased park usage will stress the park resources, the park environment, and possibly the nearshore 

environment. 
 
The proposed park plan will create 234 additional parking stalls (pg 2-18).  The Parking Occupancy Study 
(DEIS appendix C) which is discussed in DEIS Section 3.9 found that on weekdays, 53 more spaces would be 
adequate while on the weekend 113 more spaces would be needed.  Hence, the proposed increase of 234 
more stalls exceeds the need by over 100%.  This increase might be excessive, such that park usage will 
exceed a sustainable carrying capacity. 
 
As an alternative to increasing the parking stalls by 234, how about expanding the Keyhole parking lot, which 
will add 103 parking stalls (DEIS, pg 2-18) and eliminate the loading/unloading stalls on both sides of the 
crosswalks which will add 10 stalls.  Doing so will increase the parking stalls to 113 which is the amount 
recommended from the parking study. Then, if after a trial period, additional parking stall are deemed 
necessary they can be built.  
 
While no studies on the carrying capacity have been completed, it’s clear that with more people using the park 
there will be increased burdens on Emergency Services and Ocean Safety.  The effects on other resources, 
the park environment, and nearshore environment are not known because an assessment has not been 
completed. 
 
b.The installation of more asphalt and concrete will result in Heat Island Effects and which will  
 increase the temperature of the park and beach areas 
 
With it’s low albedo, asphalt and to a lesser extent concrete, will absorb light and radiate a lot of heat and heat-
up the park environment, making it hotter and less comfortable.   
 
 c. Loading and unloading zones (DEIS pg 2-18, line 5) will not work 
 
Loading/unloading zones will be impossible to enforce and will place additional burdens on the Park Rangers 
and others involved in enforcing park rules.  Secondly, after unloading their supplies, beach users will still have 
to find parking, which could be far from the unloading zone. This is inconvenient and a complete waste of 
time.  Given the parking situation in Ala Moana, employing loading/unloading zones is illogical and impractical. 
 
 d. Expansion of parking lot on Magic Island (DEIS 2.3.5, pg 2-17, 2-18) 
 
The expansion of the parking lot on Magic Island by 38 stalls (DEIS, pg 2-18) will remove invaluable green 
spaces that park users value for picnics and other activities and also replaces the pervious grass with 
impervious asphalt which might create storm water runoff issues. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

3. Widening the shared-use-path along the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive (DEIS pg 2-6)  
 
a. The current Makai path (sidewalk) should not be a shared-use path 
 

Pedestrians and wheeled vehicles on the same path is dangerous and creates  
  tension between pedestrians and wheeled vehicles, such as bicyclists. 
Wheeled vehicles on a path which includes lots of people inattentively walking shoulder to shoulder and with 
kids playing should not be allowed.  The makai path should be used for pedestrians only, just as in Waikiki and 
business districts where there are lots of pedestrians. It’s been proposed to paint lines on the path to separate 
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the pedestrians and wheeled vehicles, but it will be impossible to have pedestrians and wheeled vehicles ‘stay 
in their own lanes.’   
 

b. Widening of the shared-use path has been previously rejected
 
Widening of the promenade was proposed in the Environmental Impact Statement Preparation Notice (EISPN 
pg 11) but was vehemently opposed by the public at the McCoy Pavilion meetings and this opposition was 
supported by the City Council with adoption of Bill 16, CD2, Project #1998107 in early 2018.  So, why is 
widening of the promenade, now referred to as a 'shared-use path' in the DEIS still being proposed? The claim 
in the DEIS, “During the scoping meetings, the public asked for a wider and shaded pathway” (DEIS, pg 2-21, 
line 33) is a ‘false’ claim and contradicts what “The People” have demanded since 2015.  People want to keep 
the Park’s local character (DEIS, pg 1-5, line 39) and have no “desire to upscale the Park with modern design 
and added structures (DEIS, pg 1-6, line 1). Because the DEIS claim that people want a wider pathway and the
proposed designs of the widened shared-use path (DEIS, fig 2-8, pg 2-24) will destroy the ‘local character’ of 
the park, the proposed widening plans should not be implemented.    
 

c. Removal of the grass strip on the shared-use path will negatively impact the local character of the
 park and the longstanding local park culture  
 
The conceptual figures in the DEIS (fig 2-8) show widening of the existing makai path (sidewalk) and removal 
of the grassy strip that runs along it.  As stated in the DEIS, the "goal for the revitalization is to maintain and 
improve the grounds and facilities while remaining true to it's local character as 'The People's Park.'" (DEIS, pg 
1-6, 2-45).  The grassy strip is one of the most important features of Ala Moana that defines it's local character. 
That local character is defined by the physical features of the park but more importantly by how residents use 
the park.  For generations, local families have used and enjoyed the grassy strip which is more than just a strip 
of grass; it’s a cultural landscape. Removing the grassy strip will destroy both the ‘local character’ and a 
longstanding local tradition of the park. Keep the grassy strip.  No other park in the world has this feature. It’s 
unique and should be preserved and treasured, not destroyed for something that every other city has built.  
 
One important premise for the development of Ala Moana was to create a park to enrich the lives of people 
and to build a sense of community. 1 Today, groups of people, related and not, gather on the grassy strip to 
picnic and socialize, demonstrating just how important the grass strip is for building a sense of community.  
 
If we save and maintain the ‘local character’ of the park, decades from now future park users will applaud 
us.  Imagine what Ala Moana would be like today, if our forebearers allowed the development of Magic Island 
into the resorts proposed in the 50s, 60s and 70s. Without their wisdom to oppose overdevelopment, the 
beautiful space that everyone enjoys and treasures today  
 

1Weyeneth, Robert 1987. Ala Moana:  The People’s Park. Prepared for: Department of Parks and Recreation. 
 
would not exist. We are the benefactors of their foresight and wisdom, so like them, it is our fiduciary 
responsibility to leave a legacy, Ala Moana, that future generations will treasure. 
 
d.The grassy surface is a cool pervious surface, unlike the proposed concrete surfaces (DEIS, fig 2-8) 
 
As with most beach parks in Hawaii, Ala Moana can get hot and uncomfortable. Park users definitely want 
shade and a cooler environment. In fact, one of the prime reasons for residents to go to the beach is to ‘cool 
off’ in the water.  Replacing the grass with concrete will create a hotter surface and make the park experience 
less pleasant.  
 
On the hot days, the concrete at Ala Moana can get pretty hot, so much so that adults and children in barefeet 
can get burned.   
 
e.Unlike the existing grassy strip which is a pervious surface, the proposed  

4

 concrete surfaces for the shared-use path (DEIS, 2.3.6, fig 2-7, 2-8 ) are impervious and will 
 lead to more storm water runoff. 
 
f. When families picnic on the grassy strip it provides a convenient, close and great vantage point for  
 parents to watch their kids swim or play, ensuring that they have a safe day at the beach.  
 Keep the grassy strip for the safety of the kids.  
 
 g. The benches and planters depicted in DEIS(figure 2-8, pg 2-24) will impeded access to the  
  beach, and make it especially difficult for persons parked on the makai parallel stalls to  
  unload their beach supplies and perhaps even open their car doors on the makai side of their  
  cars.  
 
The DEIS mentions that the tents that families pitch on the grassy strip impedes people on the mauka side 
from getting to the beach (pg 1-16, line 9).  This statement misrepresents the true situation in the park and is a 
“false-claim.” On the vast majority of days the grassy strip isn't densely lined with tents, and there are times 
when there are no tents at all.  Clearly, the scoping that was done to evaluate the grassy strip was cursory, and 
frankly, seems to be biased against allowing tents on the grass strip.  
 
There are two days, such as the Fourth of July and the Lantern Festival when the park is full and lots of tents 
are pitched, but these are only 2 out of 365 days.  Much more obstructive are the proposed planters and 
benches (DEIS, fig 2-8), which will permanently block access to beach from the mauka side. The tents are far, 
far less obstructive and more importantly they are part of the ‘local character’ of Ala Moana that the 
revitalization project is supposed to preserve.   
 
4. A dog park near Kewalo Basin (DEUS p 2-6) will produce significant human safety and health  
 problems  
 
 a. Safety hazard 
The proposed location of a dog park at the Kamakee entrance will entice some dog owners to take their dogs 
to the beach and for walks on the makai path. It's very likely that this will increase the problem of dogs in the 
park and beach.  Posted signs say ‘no animals’ in the park, but because of poor enforcement of park rules, 
more and more dog owners have been bringing their dogs to the park, some unleashed running on the sand, 
some swimming in the channel, and some even taking showers with other bathers. With so many dogs and 
kids in the park, there is a significant chance that someone will get seriously injured.    
 
 
 

 b. Environmental pollution from dog feces 
 
With dogs come dog feces and some irresponsible dog owners who won’t picked up after their dogs (DEIS pg 
2-8).   At Ala Moana, some owners have been so irresponsible as to leave the feces in the sand where 
beachgoers lay or kids play.  Dog feces is not innocuous. In 1991, the Environmental Protection Agency 
labeled it as a nonpoint source pollutant, placing in the same category as herbicides, insecticides, oil, grease, 
and toxic chemicals (National Management Measures to Control Nonpoint Source Pollution from Urban Areas, 
Management Measure 9, Pollution Prevention, November 2005, www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015-
09/documents/urban_ch09.pdf).  
 
 c. Health risk from dog feces 
 
Dog feces poses serious health risk and is a source of a few zoonotic disease including Campylobacteriosis, 
tapeworm, hookworm, roundworm (www.cdc.gov/healthypets/pets/dogs.html). Hookworms might be 
particularly relevant at the park and beach.  People become infected with hookworms while walking barefoot, 
kneeling, or sitting on ground contaminated with the stool of infected animals which is what people and kids 
commonly do at the park and beach.     
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Given that not all dog owners will be responsible and pick up after their dogs in the proposed dog park, fecal 
matter will probably be in the storm water runoff.  Where this runoff travels to and eventually becomes 
distributed is not known so pathogens could get spread into wider areas than just within the dog park; possibly 
even into Kewalo Basin which is close by. 
 
From time to time monk seals have been seen in the reef waters just outside the swim channel.  While it’s not 
known if monk seals are susceptible to pathogens present in dog feces, since it’s the country’s most 
endangered mammal the most prudent action is to avoid contamination of nearshore waters with dog feces so 
a dog park should not be located in any area where there’s a potential for contaminating nearshore waters. 
 
5. The Kamakee Street entrance should not be enhanced as proposed (DEIS, pg 2-6, sec 2.3.8) 
 
There’s no sound reason for the enhancement (DEIS 2.3.8, pg 2-27).  The conceptual drawing (fig 2-10) is too 
grandiose with palm trees and portals.  The public knows where the park entrance is and the proposed portals 
will reduce the open views of that street corner which will interfere with driver’s views.  
 
If work is to be done, scale back the design and reduce the cost for construction and maintenance. An updated 
park sign and perhaps a designed wall would be adequate.   
 
6. The High Spot area is not underutilized as described in the DEIS (2.3.13, pg 2-35, line 7)  
 
This is another conclusion in DEIS that misrepresents what is occurring, and demonstrates that some studies 
for the DEIS were cursory and inadequate.  On most weekday afternoons and every weekend, the high spot 
area is busy with lots of families picnicking and kids playing.  
 
One proposal in the DEIS is to develop the high spot area as a venue for events or programming (DEIS, pg 2-
35, line 16).  Given how heavily used this area is, such organized events would reduce the opportunities of 
residents to use it and would displace them.  As such, the high spot area should not be developed for 
programming and events. 
 
 
 

7. Sand replenishment studies were too cursory and inadequate 
 

While replenishing the sand would be welcomed by beachgoers, the environmental studies 
to determine the effect of sand nourishment on the Ala Moana environment were too cursory (Appendix F, 
G).   For example, the water chemistry study was performed only on one day, April 30, 2018, and did not 
account for seasonal variations and the effects of sometimes large shoreline wave actions, as a result of sea 
level rising, and that occur when energy from large waves breaking on the outside reef generates larger than 
normal waves breaking on the shoreline.  On those days, the turbidity of the nearshore waters is exceedingly 
high.  
 
With sea level rising, and since the sand on the beach is not part of a natural cycle of replenishment, the 
nourished beach will probably get eroded sooner than the predicted and unsubstantiated nourishment intervals 
reported in the DEIS (Appendix G, pg 59). It is fiscally irresponsible to proceed with a project that cost millions 
of dollars if the outcome lasts for only for a short time.   
 
Furthermore, the environmental impacts of this accelerated erosion are not known. Would the erosion harm the 
Hawaiian seagrass that’s in the swim channel floor and which is a food source for the juvenile green sea turtles 
often seen in the swim channel.  The DEIS states, “Care should be taken however in the placement of new 
sand to ensure that it does not cover any existing seagrass beds” (Appendix F, pg 11). Thus, covering the 
seagrass with sand could have negative environmental repercussions. The report assumes that the effects of 
the erosion of a nourished beach are trivial but there is no data to substantiate this assumption.    

6

 
The survey of nearshore fish did not report the seasonal schools of juvenile fish including mullet, aholehole, 
and sardines that inhabit the rocky beach shoreline so clearly the study was cursory and inadequate.  It’s likely 
that the rocky shoreline is a sanctuary from predators so it functions as a kind of nursery. The effects of 
burying the rocky shoreline harboring these kinds of juvenile fish and other organisms have not been 
addressed.  Furthermore, whether or not there are effects on nocturnal fish and biota, some seasonal, have 
also not been addressed. 
 
8. Playground 
 
I question the need for a playground.  Kids can go to a neighborhood park for a playground.  When they come 
to Ala Moana they picnic, swim, play in the fields; there’s no need for a playground.  It’s not the best use of the 
limited park space. 
 
9.Cost of revitalization project 
 
  The cost of the park project is projected to be $144 million, in 2016 dollars (DEIS, 2.6, pg 2-
43).  
Rather than transform the park, the park project should be focused on fixing and maintaining the facilities and 
grounds. The City should scale down it’s expectations.  It’s fiscally irresponsible for the City to spend so much 
money at a time when the need is great in so many other areas such as rail, aging infrastructure, affordable 
housing, homelessness, sustainability and so on.  
 
10. The City has repeatedly said that the goal of the park project is to revitalize the park for the  
 next ’50 years,’ but there is no evidence that the proposed master plan will meet the needs  
 and desires of future park users 
 
What evidence is there that, as it exists today, the park will not be useful and appreciated 50 years from now or 
that the proposed designs in the DEIS will be adequate and more importantly applauded.  The proposed 
actions undervalues the ‘local character’ and local cultural landscape of the park by not giving enough 
credence to the fact that the ‘local character’ of the park is defined by how people use the park.  Some 
proposed actions will change how people use the park and in so doing destroy it’s ‘local character’ and some 
longstanding local traditions.  
 
Lastly, I’m certain that you treasure Ala Moana, as do all residents of Honolulu.  But, please recognize that the 
park has an important role in the lives of local residents, not just as a place of recreation but as a cultural 
landscape with longstanding local traditions.  Don’t destroy these traditions. Please keep Ala Moana, “The 
People’s Park.” 
 

Sincerely, 
KIM COYLE 
___________________________________________ 
Name 
 
____________KIMCSMILES@GMAIL.COM_____________________________________ 
Email  
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Rebecca Choi

From: Kim Hehir <kimberlyhehir@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, March 18, 2019 5:25 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: All inclusive park

I am writing to support the proposed all-inclusive park at Ala Moana Beach Park.  There is nothing like this in town and it 
makes my heart full to know that the city would offer an experience for ALL children to enjoy.   
 
Best regards, 
Kim Hehir 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Krista Van Vranken <indaboonies@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 12:01 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park - 2nd Draft EIS Comment

Please leave the park as is.  
Its not an amusement park or Disneyland. Thank goodness. 
It's just a scenic, family oriented, very walkable, relatively safe place for locals and tourists alike to swim, hang out, 
walk,  run,  picnic. I can easily park now at west end and walk or run whole park, meet people from all over the world, all 
walks of life. Kids do what they have done for thousands of years. No special devices needed. If they want ziplines, let 
them go to existing ziplines elswhere on island. 
Why change a good thing? 
Thanks,  
Krista Van Vranken 
Downtown Honolulu 

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Kyle Yokomizo <molokaiian68@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, July 18, 2018 1:09 PM
To: Joanne Hiramatsu

I oppose your plan for ala Moana beach park. 
 
Aloha, 
Kyle Yokomizo 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Lance Higa <lwhiga@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2019 8:21 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Logical Info

Aloha all, 
The improvements of Ala Moana Park is about 40 years over due, the park has never been maintained properly and 
history shows the current system is not capable, it needs an on-site park keeper and strict maintenance plan to minimize 
the constant repairs. 
Ala Moana Park is Honolulu's Central Park, all it needs is love and care, we don't need anything more than proper 
maintenance of the beach, grass and restrooms, this is all the park needs, it's already a beautiful beach park for ALL to 
enjoy. 
Instead to changing the parking which already  works well and keeps with the overall hawaii feeling, you should create 
small parking lots in the many under used areas, especially on the ewa side of the tennis courts, this makes much better 
sense and will serve more of the most demanding section of the park.  As a 50 year park user I can tell you that the ewa 
end of Ala Moana is by far the heaviest used section of the park, it is where 80 percent of the surf breaks are, the tennis 
courts, the lawn bowl court, McCoy Pavillion and now the new beach volleyball courts, please consider this when 
decisions are made. 
 
Thank you for hearing this park user. 
 
Aloha, 
Lance Higa 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Lance Watanabe <lance.y.watanabe@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, March 22, 2019 10:24 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: I support the playground

To whom it may concern, 
 
I'm in support of the proposed playground.  My wife and I have two little girls and we are always looking for safe and 
well-maintained playgrounds. The proposed location is currently not being used and will cover a very minimal 
percentage of the park's total space. The initial design looks great and will afford children with disabilities the 
opportunity to access the playground. Lastly, the park will be privately funded through community donations and not 
require state/city funds 
 
Thanks you for your time and consideration 
 
Regards, 
Lance 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Larry Erwin <larrmo3@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 10, 2018 6:17 PM
To: Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Revitalization of Ala Monana Park comments DEIS

      Hello ! 
      I have read through Chapter one and chapter two of DEIS ,as was suggested to me. I could not have possibly read 
through the entire 904 page document . 
      It seems very comprehensive  and generally well received by me. 
       I note that it appears the Heritage Lawn bowls site will remain and this is a good thing ! It is, as you are aware, a 
heritage site really. 
       Lawn bowls provides a needed escape  for older adults,,.  both sexes. Lawn bowls is a game of skill and strategy and 
provides both moderate exorcise and, as importantly, socialization, two very needed things for the older population. 
       The Lawn bowls site is an attraction to many tourists from all over the world. One of the main reasons I visit 
Honolulu every winter is that I am able to lawn bowl there. 
       I have made numerous friends both local and from away and it is partly this that draws me back every winter. 
       I note that the area around the Lawn Bowls site is being considered for more use for possibly Shuttle board or Boccie 
Ball. This is all good ! 
       Keep up the good work ! 
Sincerely, 
 Larry Erwin 
1202-1616 Bayshore Drive 
Vancouver B.C. Canada 
V6G3L1 
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Rebecca Choi

From: LaVerne <bishoplm001@hawaii.rr.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 1:02 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park - 2nd Draft EIS Comment

no, no playground needed.  the beach is the playground.  also there is fear that, like so many other things, it won't be 
maintained properly. the park can use upgrades for parking and restrooms.  but ala moana beach park is a wonderful 
oasis for the residents of honolulu and should be left that way. 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Lawrence Newman <newmanlf@hotmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, February 09, 2019 11:13 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Feedback

To: Mayor Kirk Caldwell 
      alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com 
      530 S. King Street, Room 300 
      Honolulu, HI 96813 
 
To: Joanne E. Hiramatsu 
      alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com 
      Belt Collins Hawaii LLC  
      2153 North King Street, Suite 200 
     Honolulu, HI 96819 
 
Upon initial review, it appears the border along Ala Moana Boulevard may not preserve the current wall. 
Specifically, a rendering of some crosswalks seemed to suggest this was the case. In light of recent traffic 
accidents, and intentional acts of terrorism around the globe weaponizing vehicles, I would ask that the design 
team consider these risks if indeed the design incorporates no physical barriers separating a high traffic area 
with what will be an even greater community space with the notable addition of a children's playground with 
a capacity of 500. 
 
Thank you for your consideration, 
 
 
Larry Newman 
Honolulu, HI 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Joanne Hiramatsu
Sent: Monday, August 13, 2018 3:51 PM
To: Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: FW:  Draft EIS, Ala Moana Regional Park

From: haroldyne ho [mailto:hlh1430@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Friday, August 10, 2018 4:06 PM 
To: Caldwell, Kirk <kcaldwell@honolulu.gov>; Kroning, Robert J <rkroning@honolulu.gov>; jhiramatsu@bvcdesign.com
Subject: Re: Draft EIS, Ala Moana Regional Park 

Mayor Kirk Caldwell, Mr. Robert Kroning, Joanne Hiramatsu

Re:  Draft EIS, Ala Moana Regional Park, Proposed Actions 2.3.5, Parking & 2.3.6, Makai Path

Dear Mayor Caldwell, Mr. Kroning, and Ms. Hiramatsu,

I am strongly opposed to the plan to convert the mauka side of the park road to perpendicular stalls.  As an 
elderly, handicapped, single woman who exercises in the ocean an average of five days a week, I implore you 
not to jeopardize the safety of all of us park users by forcing drivers (well-known as the worst in the U.S.) to 
reverse out of stalls.  There is always a lot more going on here at Ala Moana than, say, at Kapi’olani Park’s 
Kalakaua Avenue and it is distracting, confusing, and dangerous without adding the complication of more cars, 
reduced loading/unloading space between cars, and restricted sight lines.

I am also concerned about the many trees that will have to be removed to make way for that plan.

Please consider that riders of small-wheeled vehicles such as bikes, Segways, scooters, and skateboards are 
not in the Park to enter the ocean.  They can use a path on the grass area and still enjoy the lovely view of the 
ocean, while being diverted to Ward Ave. and, ultimately, Kakaako Waterfront Park.  There they can more 
safely ride without so many cars and pedestrians in their way and enjoy the fun and challenging hilly terrain of 
that park as well as the equally lovely view of - and even closer proximity to- the ocean!

For everyone’s improved safety and comfort, please let pedestrians walk on the pathway and cars drive on the 
beach road without small-wheeled vehicles unnecessarily complicating and endangering life in the Park.  (Yes, 
I am a tutu, always vigilant and concerned about everyone’s safety.  I always say, “It’s too late to say, ‘Sorry!’ 
after the injury has occurred.”)  As people retire, lose spouses, and age, the benches and pathway become an 
important opportunity to socialize and maintain a connection with the community.  The benches have 
deteriorated to a dangerous condition and the wall is infested with biting red ants.  Please remember the 
lonely, isolated citizens who can benefit greatly by having this option available to them in the Park.

Finally, I was upset to hear that salespeople in the new condos tell prospective buyers they can walk their dogs 
in the Park.  Not so.  We have a NO ANIMALS law.  That it is not enforced is not a reason we citizens should 
be picking up dog droppings every day or watching swarms of flies eat the droppings before we can pick them 
up!  It’s infuriating that people have so little respect and aloha for their fellow citizens!  I will suggest that future 
condos build in dog-walking areas on their properties before being being granted permission to build.  It’s nice 
of you to build the dog owners a dog park, but why do so when all of Ala Moana Regional Park is already one, 
big, welcoming dog park!  It’s disgusting and a huge health hazard to see dog owners pushing sand over their 
dog’s piles, the sand in which our children play!  Perhaps you should consult the Department of Health on this 
issue.

Thank you for your service to our City.  I am outspoken only in the hope of assisting you in making progress for 
everyone’s benefit.

2

Sincerely,

Lei Ho                                                              1430 Lusitana Street #104
                                                                                Honolulu, HI 96813
                                                                        hlh1430@yahoo.com

Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPad
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Rebecca Choi

From: haroldyne ho <hlh1430@yahoo.com>
Sent: Saturday, February 09, 2019 6:52 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Typo?

Joanne, 
 
I am a citizen reading through the 2nd DraftEIS.  Thank you for sending it!  Just thought you might want to look at line 26 
on page 159 of the Report where “10am” should perhaps be “10pm”.  If not, please forgive my tired eyes and senile 
brain, but I’m trying to read through all of your hard work.  Thank you for your efforts! 
 
Mahalo, 
 
Lei Ho 
 
Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPad 

March 4, 2019


Mr. Robert Kroning, Director

Dept. of Design and Construction


Re:  Ala Moana Regional Park Master Plan

       Second Draft Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS)


Dear Mr. Kroning, 


I am strongly opposed to the plan to convert the mauka side of the park road to perpendicular 
stalls.  As an elderly, handicapped, single woman who exercises in the ocean an average of five 
days a week, I implore you not to jeopardize the safety of all of us park users by forcing drivers 
(well-known as the worst in the U.S.) to reverse out of parking stalls.  There is always a lot more 
going on here at Ala Moana than, say, at Kapi’olani Park’s Kalakaua Avenue and it is 
distracting, confusing, and dangerous without adding the complication of more cars, reduced 
loading/unloading space between cars, and restricted sight lines.


I am also concerned about the many trees that will have to be removed to make way for that 
plan.


Please consider that riders of small-wheeled vehicles such as bikes, Segways, scooters, and 
skateboards are not in the Park to enter the ocean.  They can use a path on the grass area and 
still enjoy the lovely view of the ocean, while being diverted to Ward Ave. and, ultimately, 
Kakaako Waterfront Park.  There they can more safely ride without so many cars and 
pedestrians in their way and enjoy the fun and challenging hilly terrain of that park as well as 
the equally lovely view of - and even closer proximity to- the ocean!


For everyone’s improved safety and comfort, please let pedestrians walk on the pathway and 
cars drive on the beach road without small-wheeled vehicles unnecessarily complicating and 
endangering life in the Park.  (Yes, I am a tutu, always vigilant and concerned about everyone’s 
safety.  I always say, “It’s too late to say, ‘Sorry!’ after the injury has occurred.”)  As people 
retire, lose spouses, and age, the benches and pathway become an important opportunity to 
socialize and maintain a connection with the community.  The benches have deteriorated to a 
dangerous condition and the wall is infested with biting red ants.  However, widening the 
walkway and removing the grass will not improve this feature of the Park.  Please remember 
the lonely, isolated citizens who can benefit greatly by having this option available to them in 
the Park.


Our first concern should be the safety of our Park user citizens and that begins with eliminating 
potholes which distract drivers and create dangerous distractions!  Please fix the paving on the 
beach road before making any other changes!


We have a NO ANIMALS law in the Park.  That it is not enforced is not a reason we citizens 
should be picking up dog droppings every day or watching swarms of flies eat the droppings 
before we can pick them up!  It’s infuriating that people have so little respect and aloha for their 
fellow citizens!  I will suggest that future condos build in dog-walking areas on their properties 
before being being granted permission to build.  It’s nice of you to build the dog owners a dog 
park, but why do so when all of Ala Moana Regional Park is already one, big, welcoming dog 
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park!  It’s disgusting and a huge health hazard to see dog owners pushing sand over their 
dog’s piles, the sand in which our children play!  Perhaps you should consult the Department of 
Health on this issue.


A 500-child playground is not appropriate for Ala Moana’s Magic Island.  We are already taxing 
the infrastructure of the Park without creating more traffic, structures, and maintenance 
requirements.  I am very concerned about the ability of our aging sewers and inadequate 
sewage treatment facilities to handle the thousands of new condos that will soon have been 
built.  Please do not further ruin the natural landscape and cause additional concern about sea 
level rise in the coming decades.  We have enough to worry about and protect.  Ventures of 
that type need to be built much higher up, away from the city and the shoreline where land is 
available that will not be flooded with eventual sea water rise.  


Have you considered removing rocks from the shoreline in lieu of adding sand - which will 
eventually erode again?  I would look into putting the rocks on top of the existing reef.  When 
the “breakwater” was built when I was a child, the big boulders were the size of cars.  They 
have since eroded and some have probably migrated toward the shoreline.


How is it that new projects keep being added to the Master Plan for Ala Moana Regional Park?  
At this rate, every new hairbrained idea will be included and delay your progress in improving 
the Park in a rational, efficient manner!


Thank you for your service to our City.  I am outspoken only in the hope of assisting you in 
making progress for everyone’s benefit, at the least cost and impact upon our wonderful city!


Sincerely,


Lei Ho 		 	 	 	 	 1430 Lusitana Street #104

	 	 	 	 	 	 Honolulu, HI 96813

	 	 	 	 	 	 hlh1430@yahoo.com

1

Rebecca Choi

From: haroldyne ho <hlh1430@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 21, 2019 12:40 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Testimony on 2nd Draft EIS Ala Moana Regional Park
Attachments: SDEIS3-4-19.pages

March 21, 2019

Mr. Robert Kroning, Director
Dept. of Design and Construction

Re:  Ala Moana Regional Park Master Plan
       Second Draft Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS)

Dear Mr. Kroning and Honolulu City Council Parks Committee members,

I am strongly opposed to the plan to convert the mauka side of the park road to perpendicular stalls.  As an 
elderly, handicapped, single woman who exercises in the ocean an average of five days a week, I implore you 
not to jeopardize the safety of all of us park users by forcing drivers (well-known as the worst in the U.S.) to 
reverse out of parking stalls.  There is always a lot more going on here at Ala Moana than, say, at Kapi’olani 
Park’s Kalakaua Avenue and it is distracting, confusing, and dangerous without adding the complication of 
more cars, reduced loading/unloading space between cars, and restricted sight lines.

I am also concerned about the many trees that will have to be removed to make way for that plan.

Please consider that riders of small-wheeled vehicles such as bikes, Segways, scooters, and skateboards are 
not in the Park to enter the ocean.  They can use a path on the grass area and still enjoy the lovely view of the 
ocean, while being diverted to Ward Ave. and, ultimately, Kakaako Waterfront Park.  There they can more 
safely ride without so many cars and pedestrians in their way and enjoy the fun and challenging hilly terrain of 
that park as well as the equally lovely view of - and even closer proximity to- the ocean!

For everyone’s improved safety and comfort, please let pedestrians walk on the pathway and cars drive on the 
beach road without small-wheeled vehicles unnecessarily complicating and endangering life in the Park.  (Yes, 
I am a tutu, always vigilant and concerned about everyone’s safety.  I always say, “It’s too late to say, ‘Sorry!’ 
after the injury has occurred.”)  As people retire, lose spouses, and age, the benches and pathway become an 
important opportunity to socialize and maintain a connection with the community.  The benches have 
deteriorated to a dangerous condition and the wall is infested with biting red ants.  However, widening the 
walkway and removing the grass will not improve this feature of the Park.  Please remember the lonely, 
isolated citizens who can benefit greatly by having this option available to them in the Park.

Our first concern should be the safety of our Park user citizens and that begins with eliminating potholes which 
distract drivers and create dangerous distractions!  Please fix the paving on the beach road before making any 
other changes!

We have a NO ANIMALS law in the Park.  That it is not enforced is not a reason we citizens should be picking 
up dog droppings every day or watching swarms of flies eat the droppings before we can pick them up!  It’s 
infuriating that people have so little respect and aloha for their fellow citizens!  I will suggest that future condos 
build in dog-walking areas on their properties before being being granted permission to build.  It’s nice of you to 
build the dog owners a dog park, but why do so when all of Ala Moana Regional Park is already one, big, 
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welcoming dog park!  It’s disgusting and a huge health hazard to see dog owners pushing sand over their 
dog’s piles, the sand in which our children play!  Perhaps you should consult the Department of Health on this 
issue.

A 500-child playground is not appropriate for Ala Moana’s Magic Island.  We are already taxing the 
infrastructure of the Park without creating more traffic, structures, and maintenance requirements.  I am very 
concerned about the ability of our aging sewers and inadequate sewage treatment facilities to handle the 
thousands of new condos that will soon have been built.  Please do not further ruin the natural landscape and 
cause additional concern about sea level rise in the coming decades.  We have enough to worry about and 
protect.  Ventures of that type need to be built much higher up, away from the city and the shoreline where 
land is available that will not be flooded with eventual sea water rise.  

Have you considered removing rocks from the shoreline in lieu of adding sand - which will eventually erode 
again?  I would look into putting the rocks on top of the existing reef.  When the “breakwater” was built when I 
was a child, the big boulders were the size of cars.  They have since eroded and some have probably migrated 
toward the shoreline.

How is it that new projects keep being added to the Master Plan for Ala Moana Regional Park?  At this rate, 
every new hairbrained idea will be included and delay your progress in improving the Park in a rational, 
efficient manner!

Thank you for your service to our City.  I am outspoken only in the hope of assisting you in making progress for 
everyone’s benefit, at the least cost and impact upon our wonderful city!

Sincerely,

Lei Ho       1430 Lusitana Street #104
      Honolulu, HI 96813
      hlh1430@yahoo.com
 
Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPad 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Morisato, Elaine H. <emorisato@honolulu.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2018 9:25 AM
To: Joanne Hiramatsu
Cc: Rebecca Choi
Subject: DEIS Comment_L. Porter (leona.porter1953@gmail.com)

I don’t see your email address on this one so forwarding. 
 
Elaine  
Phone:  (808) 768-8406 
From: Kroning, Robert J  
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2018 9:21 AM 
To: Morisato, Elaine H. 
Subject: Fwd: Responding to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement issued by Belt Collins on July 8, 2018 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Leona Porter <leona.porter1953@gmail.com>
Date: August 20, 2018 at 8:24:50 PM HST 
To: Mayor Kirk Caldwell <kcaldwell@honolulu.gov>
Cc: Robert Kroning <rkroning@honolulu.gov>
Subject: Re: Responding to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement issued by Belt 
Collins on July 8, 2018

Dear Mayor Caldwell: 

I'm writing in response to the DEIS on the Master Plan for Ala Moana Park.
I do like many parts of the Master Plan, but there are parts I do not want in this Plan. 

I feel very strongly about the following 4 issues for safety reasons: 

1. Improve the existing canoe launch ramp and crossing from the Canoe Halau: Hundreds of 
local canoe paddlers, 1 man paddlers and StandUp Paddlers use the ramp to get into the water.  It 
can be very dangerous as they carefully walk down the ramp and get in to the water.  I myself, 65 
yr old women, enjoy competing in all the sports mentioned and use the ramp as well.  
2. Repair the Bridle Bridge 
3. Repair Roosevelt Portals at Atkinson Street entrance and improve the Kamakee Street 
entrance. 
4. Sand replenishment and long-term beach nourishment. 

My biggest problem and issue I have with the DEIS is in section 2.3.5. 
The parallel parking is very dangerous: Removing surfboards from your car, family unloading, 
family crossing the streets and more thefts as the cars are parked closely together. 

2

I grew up in Pauoa Valley.  The oldest of 8.  Our family came to Ala Moana Park every 
weekend.  As we all grew older, all us kids got involved with the Red Cross Program.  We 
became swimming instructors and taught ages from 5 up thru senior adults.  I trained and became 
a certified Lifeguard.  This beach was like our second home.   

Thank you for allowing me to voice my concerns and I do hope you are listening to what the 
people of Hawaii want and do not want. 

Sincerely,

Leona Porter 
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Rebecca Choi

From: lianeups02@gmail.com
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2019 8:27 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Comment for all inclusive playground

Commenting for support of the all inclusive playground at Ala Moana Park. 
 
An all-access park is desperately needed as there is no location any where on the island for our children with special 
needs to have fun. This park would allow access for all abilities so these children can actively participate in activities with 
their siblings and parents/caregivers. It would allow children with special needs to have a fun, safe place with peers that 
may or may not have disabilities. As a therapist in the pediatric community, there is currently no public location that is 
free and accessible for these children and their families to enjoy. These children should have the same options to engage 
in typical activities with their families. Ala Moana would be the optimal location for this park due to its location, parking 
accessibility, and other attractive park features. 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

To: Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: RE: DEIS_RKroning:  Lee, Lillian Comment

-----Original Message----- 
From: Lillian Lee [mailto:lailin@msn.com]  
Sent: Monday, July 9, 2018 2:48 PM 
To: Kroning, Robert J <rkroning@honolulu.gov> 
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park Improvements  
 
Thank you for hearing us out. PLEASE DO NOT REMOVE ANY OF THOSE SHADE TREES IN THE MAGIC ISLAND PARKING 
LOT.  
 
Lillian Lee 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Linda Krupula <lindak7788@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, July 14, 2018 11:19 AM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov
Cc: Joanne Hiramatsu; rkroning@honolulu.gov
Subject: Ala Moana Park improvements

Aloha, 
 
Ala Moana Park is a very heavily used park. Increasing the parking at Magic Island is great, but an additional parking lot 
increase is needed. Based on the demand for extra parking at the canoe hale parking lot at key times, they should also 
increase the parking capacity of the canoe hale lot by adding an additional 2 rows of parking on the Diamond Head / east 
side of the canoe hale lot, with possibly a 2nd entrance/exit area. Then put benches, tables, and trees (both shade and 
palm trees) around the canoe hale parking lot. Are concrete benches and tables worth looking into? 
    "All of the lots and segments experienced demand that exceeded capacity, but the two locations with the  
highest absolute volume of illegally parked vehicles was the (Magic Island) Beach Lot with 50 to 60 vehicles every hour 
between 1pm and 6pm, and the Canoe Hale Lot with 10 to 13 vehicles every hour between 3pm and 6pm." (pg 516). 
 
In addition, the mauka areas of the park near the drainage canal are under-utilized. Eventually, it would be nice to 
improve those areas around all of the ponds and the small canal with benches, tables, picnic areas and other 
improvements to bring the people into those areas. Make it an easy area for park maintenance to regularly mow and 
maintain, otherwise it will get neglected and the public will not feel safe in those areas. Note that per page 579 of the 
draft EIS, the original architects of the park intended for more diversity in park features: 
.     "Plans for the park included a Hawaiian Village, a Japanese teahouse, and Chinese pagodas." (page 579) 
     The Hawaiian village feature may not be practical now, but the teahouse, pagodas and other small landscape 
improvements should be looked into. The key is to provide places to go to for lunch/picnics in the back of the park 
and ensure that there are enough trees to provide many shady areas.  
 
Mahalo, 
 
Linda Krupula 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Linda Wong <leiahi@me.com>
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2019 11:50 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park - 2nd Draft EIS Comment

For Comment to the EIS,  
 
This is not the People’s Park, it’s the Mayor’s Park for the rich serving 13 high rise condo skyscraper sites housing 30,000 
people in the Second City of KAKA`AKO dumped on us by Abercrombie in supporting Howard Hughes! No wonder 
everyone jumped off the canoe! 
 
Please don’t delete the parking along the Oceanside mauka or mauka or change our Promenade. We, the locals have so 
little of Hawai`i nei left, especially in town no one wants to come to O’ahu anymore, just go direct to neighbor islands.  
 
Just refurbish what we have at Ala Moana Park and Magic Island. The locals, Kamaina and most of our island guests like 
it the way it is. A respite, not a water park of activity.  
 
Please concentrate what monies you have for servicing the homeless by creating safe areas, or at least trying the Police’s 
generous suggestions to process the homeless so that the Public can once again use all the rest of our island Parks that 
are now unusable.  
 
Please do not sink all monies in one Tourist Showboat Park  that we do not want.  
 
Sincerely, 
Linda Wong 
Diamond Head 
leiahi@me.com 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Lisa Sellers <sellershui@mac.com>
Sent: Saturday, March 23, 2019 4:43 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Playground in Ala Moana Park

I understand there is a proposal for an inclusive playground that has much needed security provided for the playground.  
I want to send me support for the projected playground.  Our children desperately need a safe, state of the art 
playground and Ala Moana Park is a wonderful place for it.  I look forward to the park revival and I’m hopeful the city will 
include this inclusive playground to serve all of our children.  
 
Lisa Sellers  
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Lisa-ann Pang <tryhrd2@icloud.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 22, 2018 11:24 PM
To: Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Ala Moana Park DEIS

 
 
Sent from my iPad Dear Ms. Hiramatsu, my concern is safety for pedestrians on creating a makai shared-use path. 
Walkers and joggers are no match for bicyclists and segways that MAKE THEIR WAY along the path.  It would be sensible 
to make a bicycle and segway path on the mauka side of the park leaving the makai promenade for foot traffic and 
preserving the last remaining beachside grassy picnic strip untouched. Hawai’i  residents know and love Ala Moana Park 
for what it is. It is unnecessary to spend money to enhance a park that is loved just the way it is!             Sincerely, Lisa-
Ann Pang 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Lola Bautista <lolaquanb@aol.com>
Sent: Sunday, August 19, 2018 9:33 PM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Statement, Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements, 

issued by Belt Collins on July 8, 2018

Aloha,

I support many proposed actions in the Ala Moana Regional Park Draft EIS that will maintain the 
beach park while keeping the local character. However, there are 3 proposed actions that I do not 
support:

I do not support "Widening the shared-use path along the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive" in 
Section 2.3.6. I love walking in the park while my kids are surfing and I love seeing all the family 
functions on the strip of grassy area that the DEIS is proposing to remove. Recently, I've been seeing 
many commercial segway businesses using the pathway and I do not want a new wide shared-use 
path that will invite more commercial motor vehicles. This is not safe for both the pedestrians and 
people riding the motor vehicles and a recommendation could be to use the mauka pathway for 
bikers, segways, etc. 

I do not support "Reconfigure parking on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive to add more stalls" 
in 2.3.5 because I do not want more green park space to be removed. 

I do not support "Add a dog park near Kewalo Basin" in Section 2.3.1. I would really appreciate it if 
the City and County of Honolulu explains to the public how many local beach park users are 
requesting a dog park. I have a dog who loves going to the dog park; however, I do not believe a dog 
park should be near the ocean for several reasons, such as the bacteria in dog poop leading into the 
ocean.

Mahalo,
Lola Bautista
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Rebecca Choi

From: Lori Harrison <momto3@hawaii.rr.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 21, 2019 2:12 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: in support of playgrounds for our Keiki!!

I am in support of the one-acre playground being proposed for Ala Moana Beach Park.  
 
1.  1 in 7 kids  have disabilities, often invisible, that prevent them from  accessing play opportunities in traditionally 
designed playgrounds.  The proposed inclusive playground has been designed by local children with the needs of all 
children in mind.  It will be a place where everyone belongs, finally making Ala Moana Beach Park truly  "(All) The 
People's Park" 
 
2.  The proposed location is in an unactivated part of the park, and will cover less than 1% of park acreage 
 
3.  It will be privately funded through community donations  and then gifted back to the City. 
 
4.  A playground is suitable use for a public park, especially one that allow all children to play together. 
 
Hawaii is all about ohana. Let’s make it possible for ALL our keiki to have access to safe play areas 
 
Mahalo for your consideration, 
Lori Harrison 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: lou l <loulombardi@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 02, 2018 5:20 AM
To: Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Ala Moana

May I suggest adding even more parking, 
 4 more tennis courts, and 8 pickle ball courts with parking. 
 
On Monday, there was a vicious fight over tennis courts, where, a 20+ year old tennis player beat up a 70year old tennis 
player, and EMT and the police were called. 
The signs may be responsible, as they may be ambiguous.. 
All the signs, from all the courts, including kailua,that say Wait here for court “number”. 
Should be removed. 
NOONE , all the regular players ,EVER WAITS WHERE THE SIGNS SAY,  this creates misunderstandings and fights with 
newcomers. 
Remove the signs that say 
Wait here for court “number”.  
And save the city, and us tax payers liability. 
 
When the pickle ball players invade the tennis courts, there will be more arguments if not fights. There’s already 
problems. 
Thank you very much! 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Lucie Knor Hawaii <luciek@hawaii.edu>
Sent: Wednesday, March 06, 2019 9:11 AM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: SDEIS “Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements”

Dear Mayor Caldwell, Mr. Kroning, and Mrs. Hiramatsu, 
 
my name is Lucie Knor, and I’m writing to you to express my concerns about the planned “Ala Moana Regional Park and 
Magic Island Improvements”. 
 
As is mentioned in the SDEIS, Ala Moana Regional Park/Magic Island is one of the most popular and well-frequented 
parks in Hawai'i. People love it for the vast grassy areas for barbecues, and for several of the South Shore’s best surf 
breaks. I worry that some of the suggested construction will alter the park in a way that is undesirable to many of its 
current users.  
I think that removing grassy areas in the makai area of the part will take away space that many local residents like to use 
for barbecues, family events, birthday celebrations, and the like. Additionally, I am strongly opposed to the plan to 
dredge sand from outside of the reef to replenish the beach, which will have unpredictable and potentially detrimental 
effects on surf breaks that are dear to a large community of water sportspeople.  
 
I hope you reconsider this plan and decide to keep the park accessible for its many current users. 
 
Sincerely, 
Lucie Knor 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: lynne <lynneko@hawaii.rr.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2018 7:53 PM
To: Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Comments on DEIS, Ala Moana Beach Park

The DEIS offers four alternatives for AMBP: no action, restore, enhance, evolve.  The options are 
disingenuously described. RESTORE is the obvious solution; some of your proposals for restoration have been 
erroneously kicked over into the “enhance” category, possibly to legitimize proposals for extensive changes to 
the park.  These include repairing drainage canal walls, repairing the Bridle Bridge, and repairing/restoring the 
Roosevelt Portals.  Move those back into the “restore” category, and you have a solid, acceptable plan for the 
Park.

I would like to address 5 issues:  the Park’s historic nature; the proposed shared use pathway; proposed 
additional parking via stall parking, and expansion in keyhole areas and at Magic Island; the proposed bark park 
at the Kewalo end of the Park; and the proposed playground. 

1.    PARK AS HISTORICAL SITE.  The Department of Parks & Rec seems somewhat vague about the Park’s 
historical status.  The City might do well to tread lightly.  The Park was designed as an architectural entity; any 
changes will affect the public’s interaction with the park and may run counter to the original intent of the 
design.  Changes to the keyhole parking, the widened walkways (Kroning suggested use of “pavers,” 
introduction of a playground and bark park, remodeling of the McCoy Pavilion: they involve elimination of 
Exceptional Trees, reduction of green space, and encouragement of use of automobiles, all detrimental to the 
Park’s intent of providing green space for an urban population. 
 

2.    SHARED USE PATHWAYS.  This will endanger the health and safety of all who use these 
pathways.  Scooters, segueways, walkers, joggers, bicyclists, skateboarders—all will be encouraged to use the 
wider pathways.  It will be unsafe for the many children who use the Park, as well as older walkers. 
 

3.    ADDITIONAL PARKING.  The City’s claim that it desires a move away from cars to alternative forms of 
transportation (rail, bikes, bus) is undercut by its desire to inrease the number of parking stalls in the Park.  That 
we need more cars in the Park is sheer hypocrisy as well as bad planning. As some park users have mentioned, 
when there are big events in the Park, people know better than to drive there, and attendance has not 
suffered.  Encouraging more parking means encouraging more cars. Encouraging more parking means 
encouraging more cars.  Increased emissions, increased noise, and the increased presence of automobiles in the 
Park, threaten the health and safety of all park users.  Changing the parking configuration at Magic Island to 
increase the number of parking stalls will result in less green space in an already tiny mini-park.  Moving the 
parking closer to the ocean will jeopardize users during extreme weather events.  The argument that such a 
change will allow better access for emergency vehicles is specious; I have seen ambulances and police cars get 
speedily out to the lagoon when they need to. 
 

4.    BARK PARK. The Kewalo end of the Park is still used by families for picnics.  To lose that beautiful green 
space, with artfully placed stone gardens (which may be a significantly historic part of the Park’s design), to a 
bark park is unnecessary, unsanitary, and unlovely.  Try walking by the Monsarrat Avenue Bark Park on a 
tradesy day; the smell will knock you over.  May I suggest other urban areas such as Mother Waldron Park or 
Kakaako Waterfront Park as alternatives?  These areas are currently troubled by a homeless population.  Once 

2

dogs and their owners take over, with accompanying maintenance and security, there may be a reduction in 
vandalism.  Again, consider health and safety issues, including increased noise and filth. 
 

5.    PLAYGROUND.  The Park IS a playground.  There must be far better examples of public/private 
partnership than this ostentatious and unnecessary display of Kobayashi wealth.  In some cities, companies or 
private citizens will fund a stone bench, or repair a wall, or replace historic steppingstones or brickwork. 
Tasteful plaques will testify to their sincere support of the Park, for all to enjoy and appreciate. Surely the City 
can come up with some useful suggestions for what the Park really needs, and convince funders to participate. 
 

The City’s plans to “improve” the Park seem insincere, in light of its longstanding neglect of the Park.  Please 
consider enlightened and respectful restoration.  Fix it, secure it, clean it, water it.  The Park and its users will 
thank you. 

Lynne Kobayashi 
lynneko@hawaii.rr.com
808-389-2993
PO Box 23186 
Honolulu, HI  96823 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Lynne Kobayashi <mika.oleary2@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2019 8:17 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Response to 2nd draft his

TO:  Joan Hiramatsu, Robert Kroning, Kirk Caldwell 
RE:  Response to latest DEIS, Ala Moana Beach Park 
DATE:  March 25, 2019 
  
Ala Moana Beach park has long and well served the people of Honolulu.  As the park for the 
people of Honolulu as well as the island of Oahu, it has functioned superbly, despite its aging and 
neglected facilities.  The following is my response, as a park user, to your current DEIS. 
  
WHAT ALA MOANA BEACH PARK DOESN’T NEED 
  
We don’t need increased parking on Magic Island.  Do not remove what little green space and 
recreational/picnic area exists.  Your desire to introduce more automobiles in the park makes a 
mockery of the city’s ostensible plans for alternative transportation, e.g. the rail, Bikis. 
  
We don’t need a shared-use pathway.  “Shared use” in this context is inherently unsafe.  The 
promenade is currently used by walkers, runners, and surfers, paddlers, and swimmers crossing to 
get to and from the beach. Fast-moving bicycles are an invitation to disaster. 
  
We don’t need a bark park, much less two. Studies, including pro-bark-park studies, agree that 
municipal bark parks simply don’t work.  They require constant maintenance for health and 
safety, and full-time vigilance to prevent incidents, and municipalities have many other pressing 
needs for their funds.  If the city feels there is a vital need for a bark park, consider using nearby 
and underutilized spaces such as Kakaako Waterfront Park or Mother Waldron Park.  The 
presence of dogs and city staff will discourage crime at those two troubled areas. Again, bark 
parks encroach on precious green and open space. 
  
We don’t need a playground.  Ala Moana Beach Park was created to be a single, glorious 
playground.  Have people forgotten about swimming, picnicking, running, walking, spending time 
with family, socializing, and having fun in the sun?  Don’t take more open space away from the 
public to wall it up for special interests. 
  
We don’t need yet another concession selling bad food. [We do need some sunshine into how 
the current concession was selected.]  Parks are for picnics! 
  
WHAT ALA MOANA BEACH PARK NEEDS 
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The people have spoken to all of you on several occasions, and the people have been 
unequivocal. Focus on repairing what you have neglected for so long: potholes, missing steps, 
eroding walls, aging bath and restroom facilities.  Restore iconic structures to their former glory: 
the bridges, the colored brick steps (shoddily patched with cement) on the promenade, the walls 
next to the beach. Above all, respect the park and its current users, and preserve its historic 
intent.  Celebrate open space.  Stop trying to carve it up and in so doing, destroy it forever. 
  
LYNNE KOBAYASHI 
mika.oleary2@gmail.com 
(808)389-2993 
PO Box 23186, Honolulu, HI  96823 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Mackenzie Manning <mmanning@hawaii.edu>
Sent: Monday, March 11, 2019 8:09 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: The future of Ala Moana Park

Hi Robert, 
 
I have been a resident of Honolulu for 15 years and my home surf break is at Kewalos beach park. I like to run Ala Moana 
beach park, and I take my students there once a semester for beach clean ups. I m also a member of the Friends of 
Kewalos group and participate in their annual June clean up day. I care about the future of our park and I am concerned 
that the city council members and your development company aren t listening to the voices that ma er most, the public 
that actually use the park. I know that money is a motivating factor for most developers and politicians but I urge you to 
be compassionate to those that actually use the park. We want improvements and we want to keep the space clean and 
safe but not at the expense of those who use it the most: local families. Please respect our desires to keep the green 
spaces, the parking spots free of charge, the bathrooms clean. Please don t make Ala Moana park a tourist des na on 
for those temporary visitors that live in Park Lane or any of the other nearby luxury condos that normal local people can 
afford to live in. Please keep it the peoples park.  
Thank you for reading. 
 
 
--  
Mackenzie M Manning 
Associate Professor, Biology and Marine Biology 
Math Science Dept. Kalia 101 
Kapi'olani Community College 
4303 Diamond Head Rd 
Honolulu, HI. 96816 
Ph: 808 734-9437 
Fax: 808 734-9151 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Malama Moana <malamaalamoana@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, February 09, 2019 2:24 PM
To: Mayor Kirk Caldwell; Mayor Kirk Caldwell
Cc: Kroning, Robert J; Joanne Hiramatsu; Kobayashi, Ann; Carol A. Fukunaga; Trevor Ozawa; 

kmpine@honolulu.gov; ianderson@honolulu.gov; jmanahan@honolulu.gov; 
belefante@honolulu.gov; rmenor@honolulu.gov; htsuneyoshi@honolulu.gov; 
mformby@honolulu.gov; Nekota, Michele K

Subject: RE: Playground Proposal for Ala Moana Regional Park

February 8, 2019 

Dear Mayor Caldwell, 

We, the members of M lama Moana, are a group of concerned residents and park users who want to protect and 
preserve the local character and traditions of Ala Moana Beach Park— “The People’s Park”—for future generations. We 
are writing to address the 1-acre “world-class playground” proposal.   

We were shocked, and dismayed, by the approval of such a playground being given by the City without a proper review 
of the playground’s design and construction and without any public input. Although a “playground” was mentioned in 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for Ala Moana Regional Park, there were no clear details on the playground 
location, size, features, operations, or environmental effects. In addition, this proposed action was never addressed at 
any of the past Town Hall meetings.  

To be clear, we do not oppose the building of a playground made possible by the generosity of Pa‘ani K kou and private 
donations. However, we strongly oppose the approval of a “world-class playground” at Ala Moana Beach Park without a 
proper review and public input in accordance with the Hawai’i Revised Statutes, Chapter 343, Environmental Impact 
Statements. 

We are requesting that the City and County of Honolulu prepare a Draft Environmental Assessment of the proposed 
playground and an opportunity for public review and comment in the hopes that the local people of Hawai’i may voice 
their concerns and ideas. Here are some of our concerns: 

 Were other local parks or locations seriously considered? 

 What impact would the playground have on the parking and the overall carrying capacity? 

 Is there a need for a playground when Ala Moana Beach Park already has an ocean and open-green spaces that 
serve as recreation? 

 With regards to the proposed concession located within the playground, is there an actual need for more food 
and beverage business beyond what currently exists?  

 With regards to the proposed zip lines, fountains, and shallow pools, what possible liability concerns might arise 
from issues involving safety, maintenance, and hygiene? How are those concerns being addressed?  

 Is Ala Moana Beach Park an ideal place to locate a playground that may not require, or benefit, from a beach 
location?   

2

The members of M lama Moana strongly feel that the development of a “world-class playground” may negatively affect 
Ala Moana Beach Park; and therefore, its proposal needs to be carefully examined.  We insist that local residents and 
park users have a right to be kept informed on the proposed playground and be given an opportunity to voice our 
concerns. We look forward to an opportunity to do so in a Draft Environmental Assessment for this “world-class 
playground” proposed action.  

Sincerely, 

M lama Moana 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Marie Wuerker <kamakahoku79@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 22, 2018 10:53 AM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Ala Moana Park Master Plan DEIS

Dear Mayor Kirk Caldwell, Robert Kroning and Joanne Hiramatsu: 
 
After attending the Malama Moana Town Hall Meeting last week to review the Draft Environmental Statement for the 
Ala Moana Park Master Plan, I feel compelled to write you. This Park has been a very special place for myself, family and 
friends since I moved here forty years ago. This is true for so many people, other than myself, as you can see by the high 
level of concern and unhappiness over presented plans to change it.  
 
My biggest objections to the most current plans are:  Tree removal, paving on the makai side for a shared use pathway 
and the installation of dog parks. Any plan that includes removing trees and laying in more pavement or even pavers 
seems to fly in the face of the current wave of support for Malama Honua and the sustainability and care for our natural 
resources that Hawaii is supposedly role modeling. There is already a bike path on the mauka side of the Park and an 
expansion of the makai path will not only be an environmental mistake but a safety problem. Aside from those larger 
issues the grassy strip with trees adjoining the beach is a beloved central gathering place for the local community and 
should not be taken away. The idea of installing designated dog areas should be relocated somewhere away from the 
Park since there is already a problem with people bringing their dogs to the beach and leaving their dog poop and any 
parasites. 
 
The solution that makes the most sense to me and that would keep most members of this community happy would be 
to not change what is already working but instead invest the money in better maintenance, further irrigation and care of 
the trees and grounds and more enforcement of rules. Additional parking will just add to additional stress on an already 
overly stressed area. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration of this important issue. 
 
Sincerely, 
Marie Wuerker 
189 Isenberg Street A4 
Honolulu 
Hawaii 96826 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Marie Yoo <yoomarie@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, August 20, 2018 1:57 PM
To: Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Ala Moana Park

Ala Moana Park is truly the People’s Park—a place for families to grill, camp, surf, swim, and to simply enjoy a place to 
run around on green, not artificial, grass. 
 
As such, I do not agree with some of your proposals. 
 
The walkways should not be shared with bicycles, skateboards, sedgeways etc. as they present a distinct hazard to 
people walking, running or children playing hopscotch or drawing on the pathways.  Please do not widen the path. 
People love to sit on the benches on the grassy area and if you are around on “camping days” this is a prime area to 
pitch tents. 
 
Perpendicular parking is a dangerous situation for all as one must backup in order to leave.  Also a definite 
inconvenience to unload picnic items. 
 
Dogs carry roundworms which can enter the body through bare feet. One can automatically make the assumption that a 
dog park will mean dogs running not only in the dog park but also on the beach and lawn.  We walk on the beach and 
the lawn bare foot.  Inevitably some will defecate and urinate there and it can then enter the ocean and make for a 
totally unsanitary situation. 
 
We are asking for upkeep of the park—bathrooms, showers, grass, ponds, walkways (last paving of the entrance to  
Magic Island resulted in more puddles than before) and more trash cans. 
 
As I walk through the park everyday it is a pleasure to see so many people enjoying the park.  It IS the People’s Park. 
 
Sincerely  
Marie Ann Yoo 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Marilyn Luipold <fallingspray@icloud.com>
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2019 9:31 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Comments on the 2d Draft EIS and appendices - Magic Island/Ala Moana Park

Introduction: Your process/public involvement via this comment process is a travesty. I have tried to follow links and 
requirements and many on non-functional - and the TV says there is an extension and then at 9 m=pm says there isn’t.  I 
search and links to the Notice do not work and when I finally find there is little to no information in the Feb 8, 2019 
Notice.  Feb 8????  Not even 60 days for an 800 plus page EIS?  You are joking! 
 
Comments:  To the Office of the Mayor as the Accepting Authority” as per the Notice 
 
Given the short time to comment, My comments are able to cover only the first 400 pages.  The discussions provided to 
date fail to provide a solid and reasoned basis for preferences incorporated.  It is extremely unclear how the historic 
components of the area are to be preserved in a way that is acceptable to the community.  The length of the comment 
period furnished is proof enough that there is no genuine intent to garner and respond to public comment.   
 
I want to know if it really is true that all the public input at meetings “doesn’t count” as only written comments with 
page citations in the freakishly short comment period will be considered. 
 
The nature of the “improvements” listed (pgs 1-400) are not demonstrated to be initiated by the community or those 
with the interests of the user community at heart - nor is their adequate user community involvement. 
 
Pages 1-400 - multiple assertions are in the nature of being arbitrary and capricious 
 
Has anyone on staff there actually attempted to READ this document?  Either at a public library or on a personal 
computer?  It is not an adequately presented set of options available to the public.   
 
The level of frustration with the document/access/readability/size by page - DISCOURAGES public comment.  Is this the 
intent? 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Marissa Grad <marissaluning@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 21, 2019 9:07 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: I support the playground

Aloha, 
 
I'm writing as a lifelong resident of Oahu and a user of Ala Moana beach park since childhood. I think that the proposed 
inclusive playground within the Ala Moana park is a wonderful idea, and I'm writing in strong support of it.  
 
As a mother of a toddler, I think that the proposed playground is just what the park needs. I am truly dismayed at the 
negative NIMBY attitudes that seem to be dominating discussion of the playground and the park revitalization in 
general. The park should be for everyone, not just a select few vocal residents and park users.  
 
Let's build this park playground for all kids to enjoy!  
 
Sincerely, 
Marissa Grad 
Manoa resident  
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Marvin Yoshizumi <myoshizumi@aol.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 22, 2018 11:36 PM
To: rkroning@honolulu.gov; kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: DEIS Ala Moana Park

Aloha All: 

Thank you for your work on improving Ala Moana Beach Park.  I like many of the proposed improvements of the master 
plan.  However, I do have issues with the following: 

1) Widening the shared use path along the makai side will cause many safety issues.   If the path is widened then it will 
naturally attract more traffic.  Much of this traffic will be people on bicycles, skateboards, and roller blades. Although 
motorized vehicles may not be legal on the path, the widening will invite mopeds, segways and scooters.  Pedestrians 
namely elderly, and children will be at risk of getting in accidents with the other types of traffic.  Please do not widen the 
path and remove the grass and trees.  It is fine as it is now.  Perhaps plant more grass and improve the condition of the 
existing path.  A shared use path along the Ala Moana Blvd side of the park may be a better location . 

2) Adding a dog park near Kewalo Basin will cause safety and health issues.   I love dogs but having a dog park will 
encourage park users to bring their dogs to the beach as well as the park.  Dogs are not legal at most public parks and 
beaches.  As it is right now some people bring their dogs to the beach and do not pick up after them.  Feces will attract 
flies and  may contain worms that may cause health issues.  Also some dogs may get aggressive and bite as 
well.  Please do not add a dog park. 

Thank you for allowing me to comment. 

Thank you,
 
Marvin Yoshizumi 
808-845-2449 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Marvin Yoshizumi <myoshizumi@aol.com>
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2019 12:17 AM
To: rkroning@honolulu.gov; kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: DEIS 2  Ala Moana Park

Aloha All: 

Thank you for your work on improving Ala Moana Beach Park.  I like many of the proposed improvements of the master 
plan.  However, I do have issues with the following: 

1) Widening the shared use path along the makai side will cause many safety issues.   If the path is widened then it will 
naturally attract more traffic.  Much of this traffic will be people on bicycles, skateboards, and roller blades. Although 
motorized vehicles may not be legal on the path, the widening will invite mopeds, segways and scooters.  Pedestrians 
namely elderly, and children will be at risk of getting in accidents with the other types of traffic.  Please do not widen the 
path and remove the grass and trees.  It is fine as it is now.  Perhaps plant more grass and improve the condition of the 
existing path. 

2) Adding a dog park near Kewalo Basin will cause safety and health issues.   I love dogs but having a dog park will 
encourage park users to bring their dogs to the beach as well as the park.  Dogs are not legal at most public parks and 
beaches.  As it is right now some people bring their dogs to the beach and do not pick up after them.  There will be health 
issues with flies, fleas and ticks.  Feces  may contain worms that may cause health issues as well.  Also some dogs may 
get aggressive and bite as well.  Please do not add a dog park.  It will create environmental hazards as stated above. 

3) I am not supportive of having world class playground.  This will disrupt the open environment that Ala Moana park is 
known for.  People go to the park to play at the beach and enjoy the open green areas.  Creating a play ground with zip 
lines and other features will expose the city to potential lawsuits involving injury claims.  This proposed playground 
appears to have commercial special interest in mind. Culturally, Ala Moana Beach Park should not be used for 
commercial purposes. 

4) I am in full support of adding sand to needed areas of the shoreline but moving sand from the outer reefs will definitely 
impact the surf breaks.  This may change the way the waves breaks as the contours of the ocean bottom will change. 
Perhaps bringing in sand from other areas outside Barbers Point, or Koolina may be a better solution. 

Thank you for allowing me to comment. 

Marvin Yoshizumi 
808-845-2449 

Appendix A - Comments and Responses - Individual Stakeholders and Park Users 
421



Appendix A - Comments and Responses - Individual Stakeholders and Park Users 
422



1

Meghan McGurk 
1531 Makiki Street #402 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96822 
meghan.mcgurk@gmail.com 

August 22, 2018 

Mayor Kirk Caldwell,  
530 South King St., 3rd Floor,  
Honolulu, HI 96813 

Re: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements – Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) 

Aloha Mayor Caldwell, 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the proposed upgrades to Ala Moana Regional Park. Ala 
Moana Beach Park is an important part of my recreational life. As a child, my family and I surfed, swam, and 
picnicked in front of the tennis courts every weekend. Now, as an adult, I gather with friends to run at the park 
every Tuesday night and surf with my family on the weekends. This is a world-class beach that is heavily utilized 
by residents and tourists alike, so I am grateful for the efforts and funding that the city is allocating to revitalizing 
the park. I will definitely appreciate having more showers in the restrooms for park users, so I don’t have to wait 
in line for 15 minutes to shower in the two showers or have to squat to wash my hair under the waist high shower 
head in the ewa restrooms. I have also previously contacted the Department of Parks and Recreation about broken 
water fountains throughout the park so runners and walkers can have access to water while using the park 
promenades. General repair to these outdated and long neglected existing resources is very welcome and will help 
to make the park pleasant for residents for the next 50 years. However, I have concerns over some of the changes 
that I feel will lead to health, environmental, and safety problems in the park.  

1. Increasing the number of parking stalls in the park will increase park usage and could impact park resources 
and the nearshore environment 

 I ask the city to consider what is a reasonable carrying capacity for the park?  During the lantern lighting 
ceremony on Memorial Day or on the Fourth of July, the park is packed with people; every parking stall is full 
and the entire beach is covered with users. For many days after these events, the water is murky, and unclean. Is it 
environmentally and ethically appropriate to add 200+ more stalls to the park? If the park is full, people have to 
go elsewhere or walk into the park using one of the many active transportation resources that the city has invested 
many tax dollars on implementing to improve the health of our community and reduce congestion on our roads 
and in our parking lots.  

2. Reconfiguring parking on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive to add more stalls,  
 perpendicular stalls will overburden the park and create a safety hazard (DEIS pg 2-6, 2-17). 

I have concerns not only with adding more stalls to an already overtaxed shoreline, but also over the 
proposed perpendicular stalls. The city has begun putting in reverse stalls in some of its complete streets projects 
throughout O‘ahu because reverse in stalls are proven to be safer to pedestrians and bicyclists. Carrying a 
surfboard across the park thoroughfare is fairly easy to do when you can see cars coming in both directions and 
can be seen by drivers leaving their parallel parking stalls. I have concerns about beach goers, surfers, and runners 
being seen by drivers if they are backing out of perpendicular stalls.

3. Widening the shared-use-path along the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive (DEIS pg 2-6)  
The Makai promenade is a wonderful feature of the park that is usually full of users, walking, running, 

and riding Segways.  I can see why the urban designers have proposed enhancing this area to allow more users. 
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However, their proposal to remove the grassy areas with trees along the path shows a lack of understanding of 
how residents actually use the park. My family and I regularly surf at Courts and use the grassy areas to run from 
the hot cement to the grass to relieve our feet from the heat of the cement and to have a soft space to lay down our 
surfboards when unloading and loading them in our cars. We often sit in the shade on the benches by the grass to 
check out the surf and to catch up with other regular Courts surfers to catch up. In addition, families set up tents 
over the grass to legally barbeque while still being able to see their keiki in the water. This feature enables is 
where a sense of community is built in the park and should not be eliminated in the parks improvements. 

 Instead of widening the promenade and making it a shared use path, I would love to see the sidewalk on 
the mauka side of the road through the beach park extended. It currently ends in front of the tennis courts and 
doesn’t start again until the Diamond Head concession stand. My friends and I already run on the divided running 
path that runs along Ala Moana Boulevard for half of our run. We would happily run along the mauka side of the 
park road to free up space for those actively using the beach, if there was a pathway we could run on so we did 
not trip or roll our ankles on roots in that area.   

4. A dog park near Kewalo Basin (DEUS p 2-6) will produce significant human safety and health  
 problems  

Dogs have not been permitted at Ala Moana Regional Park for as long as I can remember. However, since 
Howard Hughes Corporation began building dense housing in the Kaka‘ako area there has been an influx of 
people breaking this park rule. Dogs are being walked around the promenade, are chasing balls on the beach, and 
swimming in the water. While I love dogs, I have never brought my dog to Ala Moana Beach Park. There are 
other parks and other beaches on the island that are less crowded have more open water flow that are more 
appropriate for dogs.  I have seen owners leave their dogs’ feces on the promenade and allow their dogs to urinate 
in the sand, in a complete disregard to the impact these actions have on the health of other users and the water 
quality. I fear that adding a dog park to the entrance of the park will only encourage more dog owners to bring 
their dogs to the park, and continue the impression that dogs are permitted at Ala Moana Regional Park. 
Furthermore, the Howard Hughes Corporation had promised to develop a park for the many new residents it is 
bringing into the Kaka‘ako and Ala Moana Community. The Honolulu Community Development Authority 
should make sure that this park is actually built as proposed by the developer, in order to alleviate some of the 
burden on the city’s infrastructure in the area and provide a space for the many high-rise residents to be able to 
toilet and exercise their dogs.

Ala Moana Regional Park is a wonderful feature of our city and I am grateful for the efforts to improve it for the 
enjoyment of residents for years to come. However, I ask that the city consider revising the plans to ensure that 
residents can continue to use the features of the park as we have for years, and that user safety and the ocean 
environment are preserved.   

Thank you again for this opportunity to provide comments.     

Sincerely, 

Meghan McGurk 

cc: Robert Kroning Department of Design and Construction, City and County of Honolulu,        
      rkroning@honolulu.gov 
cc: Joanne Hiramatsu, Belt Collins Hawaii, LLC,  jhiramatsu@bchdesign.com 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: CARIAS <cariasmb@hawaii.rr.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 22, 2018 9:48 AM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Concerns to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, Ala Moana Regional Park, issued by Belt 

Collins on July 8, 2018

 
Aloha Kakou, 
 
I am commenting on the Master Plan for Ala Moana Regional Park DEIS. I do like many of the proposed actions in the Master Plan, however 
there are proposed actions in which I have issues with. I feel strongly about the following issues because this park means so much to me for 
the following reasons: 
 
Ala Moana Regional Park is a space I will always enjoy with my family and friends. It continues to be a space for my children as they grow 
and their friends to enjoy, such as the grassy park for recreational activities and the ocean for swimming and surfing. 
 
Thank you for allowing me to voice my concerns about the following 2 proposed actions in the DEIS. 
 
The first of two issues with the DEIS is the "Widening (of) the shared-use path along the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive" in Section 
2.3.6. The projected new pathway does not include the current grass section along the sidewalk and the new promenade is meant to 
include cyclists and small motorists (i.e. Segways). The current pathway allows space for pedestrians and a space for families to enjoy a 
comfortable, grassy area to relax on while at Ala Moana Beach Park. The grassy section along the sidewalk is perfect for the families 
because they are near the ocean and can still watch their children play in the ocean. The projected promenade will cause the families to 
constantly cross the street as they go to and from their beach set-up and the ocean. The constant street crossing may increase pedestrian 
traffic and the possibility for accidents with motorists. The other sub-issue is the projected increase of cyclists and Segways on the pathway. 
The projected promenade is advertised to increase the idea of Ala Moana Beach Park being a "destination". I agree, Ala Moana Beach Park 
is a destination therefore there is NO need for cyclists to be going up and down the beach pathway when there is a perfect pathway on the 
other side of the green lawn AND there can instead be bike racks for the cyclist to lock their bikes at the beach park entrances. This goes for 
the Segway tours as well. 
 
The second issue with the DEIS is "Reconfiguring parking on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive to add more stalls" in Section 2.3.5. I 
believe the reconfiguration from parallel to perpendicular stalls on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive is unsafe. The parking will cause 
more traffic along the Ala Moana Park Drive as BOTH sides of the contraflow traffic try to park in the projected perpendicular stalls. 
Additionally, as drivers are pulling into or out of the stalls, there becomes multiple blind spots and possibility for accidents. It is an unsafe 
change to the current parking. To repeat, the addition of parking stalls will heavily increase park users and traffic. How will the increase of 
humans along the shoreline impact the oceanic ecosystem? What is the environmental capacity for the Ala Moana Regional Park? 
 
Lastly, an issue I want to raise, although it is unknown where in the DEIS it may be stated, is the projected inclusion of high-end restaurants 
in Ala Moana Regional Park. The Ala Moana Mall, with a food court and numerous eateries, is across the street of the Ala Moana Regional 
Park. There is no need for high-end restaurants in the beach park. It is not a functional use of space.  
Recommendations if there are requests for food options at the beach park: 
- A designated space for LOCAL food vendors, such as food carts that may come and go. 
- With an increase with food vendors, trash cans (trash, compost, recycling, etc.) would be necessary to install nearby. 
 
Please do not go forward with these plans for the reasons I have stated. In closing, thank you again for allowing me to voice my concerns. I 
do hope you are listening to what the people of Hawaii want and do not want. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Melanie Mata-Carias 
cariasmb@hawaii.rr.com 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Melissa M-K <mmalahoffkamei@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2019 1:40 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Cc: Andrew Malahoff
Subject: Testimony: Inclusive Playground for Special Needs Kids

Aloha, 
 
My name is Melissa Malahoff-Kamei, and our son Davin, age 8, is a medically fragile child. A few years ago we asked 
Make-A-Wish Hawaii for a very tall order - for a park where he could play with his older brother.  
 
Now my son is in a wheelchair and he cannot walk or play as other kids can. There is no park anywhere in this state that 
has a "wheelchair swing" or anything that resembles play equipment for kids like him. But maybe one day there could 
be. With your help, and the help of the community.  
 
Kids who are special needs, or even medically fragile, are still kids. Kids like Davin enjoy spending time with family and 
getting out of the house - there's just very few places that are built to accommodate them, particularly in play. Most of 
their world (our world) is very medically oriented, which is sad. A short life is still a life, and kids need a place to just be 
kids.  
 
Because of the challenges to create something huge like this through Make-A-Wish we did get another wish instead. But 
we still hope that our first wish will come true - that one day our state will create some sort of inclusive play area for 
kids with special needs and their siblings to play together.  
 
It's hard enough for kids to be isolated because of medical issues. Hopefully a playground of this nature can become a 
reality - a place where families with special needs kids can meet each other, and where our special kids can play. 
 
Mahalo for your time and consideration, 
Melissa Malahoff-Kamei 
"Davin's Mom" 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Ray & Melissa Otaguro <otaguros@aol.com>
Sent: Monday, August 13, 2018 1:06 PM
To: Kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu; rKroning@honolulu.gov
Subject: Ala Moana Park

I was born and raised in Honolulu and Ala Moana Park was our local hangout when growing up.  I have many fond 
memories of spending lazy summer days at this beach and meeting up with friends.  There have been many changes to 
Honolulu and many of them have happened because of the ever growing population.  All those high end condos have 
annoyed many of us and I look at Ala Moana Park as the last stand.  If government truly represents what residents want, I 
hope that you will listen to their concerns. 

I have had a chance to review the 20 proposals on improving the People's Park.  I agree with the need to improve the 
pond edges and paths, that McCoy Pavilion is in need of a renovation, and that the sand, and long term beach 
nourishment are necessary.   

 However, I have major concerns about three of the proposals.  Turning the Kamakee entrance to a doggy park will result 
in problems for people who go to the beach to relax.   I have seen many who bring their dogs to the water and sand to 
frolic.  There is no enforcement of the rule that prohibits this.  Dog poop can be found on the walkways.  Hardly a sanitary 
condition when you think of people who may step on it and spread the mess  and the flies that are attracted to it.  Dog 
parks are necessary but should be placed in other underused parks.   

Please do not allow for a shared use path for motorized vehicles.  This creates a dangerous situation for people who are 
walking.  People use this for exercise and recreation; to turn this into a situation where they always have to look out for 
vehicles detracts from the original purpose of these walkways.   

The last proposal I disagree with is replacing the grassy strips with more concrete.  This is taking away a popular spot for 
people who set up their chairs and hang out with their friends and family.  This is part of the local character...please don't 
take this away from us!! 

Melissa Otaguro 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Michael Arita <mikearita4142@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, August 13, 2018 11:44 AM
To: Rebecca Choi; Joanne Hiramatsu
Cc: S. Sakai
Subject: Re: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements Draft Environmental Impact 

Statement
Attachments: Bill 16-CD2-FD1-1998107.PNG

Rebecca/Joanne, 
 
Here are my comments: 
 
Executive Summary page ES-1  - Still mentions “Widening the shared-use path along the makai side of Ala 
Moana Park Drive”  - Should be revised to say “limited widening of shared-use path on Makai side” 
  
Section 1.6.4 Summary of Input – Please include the dangerous traffic condition by having eastbound crossing 
into westbound traffic to get a parking space on the mauka perpendicular parking spaces (since no makai 
parking spaces). 
Also, having perpendicular parking configuration would make it difficult/dangerous for the westbound to park 
their car/trucks.  These cars/trucks would have to either make a wide turn or reverse park (probably into on-
coming traffic) to fit into these perpendicular spaces.   
Section 2.3 Proposed Action 

          “Widening the shared-use path along the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive”  - Should be revised 
to say “limited widening of shared-use path on Makai side” 

Figure 2-6 Parking Plan 
          Need to add another Typical Road Section View (probably by McCoy Pavilion) clearly showing that 

the Makai parking stalls have not been removed and the existing walkway has not been widened. This 
should be in line with the City Bill stating that no funds will be used for widening the existing walkway.

          Also, as mentioned above, the perpendicular parking configuration would create a dangerous 
traffic condition, as well as slow down the normal flow of traffic due to cars/trucks making either a 
wide turn or reverse park (probably into on-coming traffic) to fit into these perpendicular spaces 

Section 2.3.6 Makai Shared Use Path 
          Appears that the pathway is being widened. This appears to be in violation to the Bill 16 that 

says, "No funds shall be expended or encumbered for the elimination of parking and widening of the 
promenade on the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive". 

            
Section 3.8 Circulation and Traffic 

          Usually park outgoing traffic at intersection Ala Moana Blvd & Atkinson Drive is very backed up in 
the later afternoon due to high volume of park users leaving after sunset viewing or canoe paddlers 
teams leaving. Please adjust the traffic light pattern to keep the Green Light longer for the cars/trucks 
existing the park during this time. 

Section 3.9.1 Potential Impact and Mitigation Measures 
          Disagree with the statement that the additional parking stalls will not significantly impact traffic 

within the Parks. As mentioned above the perpendicular parking stall configuration poses a dangerous 
traffic condition due to cars/trucks making either a wide turn or reverse park (probably into on-coming 
traffic) to fit into these perpendicular spaces 
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Section 5.3 County Policies and Statutes 
  

          Please include the City Bill 16. CD2, FD1 Project number 1998107prohibiting use of public funds 
for the widening of the existing Makai promenade and keeping the existing Makai parking. 

 
 

 
           

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
On Mon, Jul 9, 2018 at 9:22 AM, Rebecca Choi <rchoi@bchdesign.com> wrote: 

  

Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) 

Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements 

Tax Map Key: (1) 2-3-37:001, 002, 022,023, 025 

Honolulu, O‘ahu, Hawai‘i 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The Environmental Notice
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: M. Evan Carver <flyingmec@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2018 10:42 PM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Ala Moana Park & Magic Island Improvements

Dear Mayor Caldwell, 

I saw the TV news on proposed plans for changes at Ala Moana Park, and wished to offer input as a resident of the Ala 
Moana neighborhood and frequent visitor to the park.  I am in favor of most if the proposed changes with the exception of 
adding a dog park to the area. 

I am very hesitant to add this feature to Ala Moana Park because of the difficulty of control and  enforcement of rules 
regarding animals in the park.  The people like myself who do not own dogs and who are very nervous about being 
around other peoples' dogs would not feel comfortable with the increased number of animals in the area.   All it takes is 
one careless dog owner for a serious incident to occur.   I feel this would require the need for increased staffing or police 
monitoring to make sure that no harm comes to the animals, and other people, especially children.    

To me, it's seems like an accident waiting to happen, and I would urge you to reconsider this idea.  I know I would feel 
more comfortable using Ala Moana Park if there was no dog park present. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Carver 
750 Amana St. #604 
Honolulu, HI  96814 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Michael Kirk-Kuwaye <mkirkkuwaye@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, March 06, 2019 3:29 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Park Renovations. Second Draft Environmental Impact Statement. (SDEIS)

Robert Kroning, Director  
Dept. of Design and Construction

Dear Mr. Kroning,  

I strongly oppose the following proposed renovations to Ala Moana Park:   

• Elimination of makai area parking and the small grassy area. 
• Dog Park 
• “World Class” playground (water slide, etc) on Magic Island 

Please realize that for locals — young families, retirees, those working several jobs, the many living in condos, those in multi-
generational houses — the ocean and beach are no longer just a “luxury” but a necessary safety valve for all the stress of living on 
O’ahu today. Your proposed changes will impede access to the beach, create unsanitary and unsafe conditions by introducing dogs,
and take away tranquil and stress relieving open space.   

I support having an official public hearing to address these proposed changes. I am also concerned re the proposed sand 
replenishment that would affect widely used surf spots. Improving the existing park infrastructure, e.g. restrooms, roads, is all that is 
needed.  

Thank you for considering my comments.  

Michael Kirk-Kuwaye 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Michael Miranda <mmirand1@hawaii.edu>
Sent: Tuesday, July 10, 2018 3:56 PM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements

I submit this comment as a private citizen and it does not represent the views of the University of Hawaii. 
 
I would request that a basketball court(s) be added to the park.  Tennis and volleyball are well represented.  However, a 
set a basketball courts would certainly meet a need and an opportunity to hold tournaments such as the 3-on-3 
tournament Hoopfest in Spokane, Washington (http://spokanehoopfest.net).  Honolulu has a strong basketball following 
and this would be appreciated  by local players in the area, and provide kids another sport to do if they are not 
interested in the beach activities.  Thank you. 
 
 
Michael Miranda 
 
 
Michael Miranda, JD 
Assistant Professor, Information Security 
University of Hawai'i-West O'ahu 
Kapolei, Hawai'i 
mmirand1@hawaii.edu 
808.689.2481 
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Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)

Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements


Tax Map Key: (1) 2-3-37:001, 002, 022,023, 025

Honolulu, O‘ahu, Hawai’i

COMMENTS

I attended the Malama Moana Town Hall Meeting on Thursday, August 16, 2018.  I 
also attended the third of three meetings to discuss the DEIS.  I did not attend the 
first and second public meetings.  Hearing about the public sentiment prior to the 
first two public meetings and following the news coverage, I was surprised to see 
how the third version of the DEIS had changed so minimally in spite of how much 
public opposition was reported.  I submitted my comments subsequent to the third 
public meeting and still saw minimal change to the park plan. 

My comments this time will address something that I may have missed but seems 
so primarily basic to this whole situation.  It appears that despite very widespread 
opposition to the proposal to widen the ‘promenade’ and reconfigure the park drive 
parking, mauka and makai, the plan changes very little.  I attribute this, perhaps to 
the city administration, particularly the Mayor, Kirk Caldwell.

The promenade/parking proposal doesn’t garner any rationale or support.  There is 
no public support to counter the numbers of supporters to stop this proposal, yet it 
still remains, changing very little.

The Mayor has never identified WHY the promenade/parking proposal was created 
nor WHY it continues to persist, despite the overwhelming opposition at all the 
public meetings to discuss the plan.

The Mayor did mention at the third public meeting that he envisioned the changes 
to the park to benefit generations far into the future.  That is fine and well if there 
was no opposition to it being created.  IF those future generations desire a widened 
promenade and perpendicular parking, let them request that of the Mayor of 
THEIR time for him/her to provide.  The current population has spoken that they 
don’t want the widened promenade/parking proposal in any way, shape, or form.  
JUST ELIMINATE it from the plan.

The Mayor, at the third public meeting, ‘lectured’ the audience about how the boos 
that greeted him were not ‘pono’.  The boos were directed at his insistence to not 
go with the will of the people who commented on his plan.  I have understood Hoo 
Ponopono to be a two-way interaction.  We spoke he didn’t seem to listen/act.

Additionally, I feel that our elected officials serve the public in implementing what 
is best for as many of the constituents as possible.  Granted, occasionally, some 
actions may go against public opinion and it is the wisdom of the holder of the 
office to make the hard decision to go against the outspoken.

In this situation, no other group has emerged as the silent group that the Mayor is 
attempting to provide something that they desire…other that those future 
generations that may not know what they want.

It appears to me, lacking any evidence or information to the contrary, that the 
Mayor has his own personal reasons to persisting with the promenade/parking 
proposal and feels that HE KNOWS BEST what we NEED even if we don’t realize 
it.  What’s missing is his explanation and rationale as to WHY HE KNOWS BEST.

THE PUBLIC HAS SPOKEN and if the Mayor has heard, he is not speaking up to 
explain WHY he hasn’t acted accordingly.

If this were to happen, commenting on why/how the environment would be 
impacted wouldn’t be necessary and we could discuss these proposed changes in a 
more efficient and effective manner.

While my comments may not be suitable in the DEIS forum, I hope that this basic 
premise of giving the public what they want or explain why they can’t have it has 
taken place.  If it has not, perhaps we need to step back and re-evaluate the 
situation/process. 

Michael Tominaga
876 Curtis St. Apt 2109
Honolulu, HI 96813-5157
mineyo306@yahoo.com
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: mustang68@hawaii.rr.com
Sent: Saturday, July 14, 2018 11:20 AM
To: Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: AMRP makai shared use path

  Aloha, 
  
 The makai path along the beachfront shouldn't have any bushes, just nice green inviting grass to sit on. 
 Bushes make too much rubbish and also is high maintenance to care for. 
 We are doing fine now with the way it is structured; providing shade and fresh oxygen. 
 We don't need more concrete to add to global warming, we must carry out the wishes of Mrs. Dillingham and truly keep 
the Hawaiian spirit alive. 
 Not let foreign investors try to dictate how Kamaaina should live there lifestyle. 
 We are trying to keep Hawaii green and natural as much as possible. Not like Waikiki, a concrete jungle mess. 
 So please don't make Ala Moana area another Waikiki. 
 This is the last piece of old Hawaii we have left before we lose our Hawaiian identity to modernism. 
 I live here all my life and see the relaxing old Hawaii diminishing away. 
 Please help and keep Hawaii hawaii,not another mainland city clone. 
 I,m about to retire soon and would still feel the "Take me back to my little grass shack" feeling not a 'Paved paradise 
and put up a parking lot"         
  feeling. 
 
  Aloha and thank you for your time, you could make a difference,  
                                                                 Michael W. 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Michelle K <michellek303@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 19, 2018 8:29 PM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov
Cc: rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Comments on Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements Draft EIS

Aloha Mayor Caldwell, 

I am writing pertaining to the Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement.

After browsing through majority of the EIS, I agree with the proposed plan. However, I think the draft 
should put an emphasis on accessibility, connectivity, and cleanliness. Accessibility means the park is 
accommodating to all pedestrians, disabled on wheelchairs, and those with other special needs. 
Connectivity is ensuring paths that lead somewhere instead of stopping off at the end of a bridge. I 
agree with an earlier comment from Michael Garsva who also supports the idea of having a path 
throughout the perimeter of the park. During a recent visit, I noticed the path seems to end near the 
tennis courts. Then, pedestrians either have a choice of walking on grass or crossing to the ocean 
side. It is recommended to ensure the path is continuous from the tennis courts to the L&L Hawaiian 
Barbecue location (across from the Magic Island entrance), where it will be connected. As for 
cleanliness, please address the garbage issue throughout the park, remove the graffiti and bird poop 
in a timely manner, and relocate the trash area on the Diamond Head side of the park by the 
Roosevelt Portals. Lastly, there should be clear signage on features of interest and adequate shade 
by planting additional trees. When the park improvements begin to take place, please keep the 
themes of accessibility, connectivity, and cleanliness in mind. We want all members of the public to 
enjoy this space for their recreation and relaxation usage. Thank you for your time and consideration! 

By the way, I still see people smoking at the park despite the ban that took place in 2014. We want 
enforcement to happen, similar to how the police catches drivers who use their phone while on the 
road.

Mahalo,
Michelle K.
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Mikayla Carias <mcarias@hawaii.edu>
Sent: Monday, August 20, 2018 7:32 AM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Concerns to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, Ala Moana Regional Park, issued by Belt 

Collins on July 8, 2018

Aloha Kakou, 
 
I am commenting on the Master Plan for Ala Moana Regional Park DEIS. I do like many of the proposed actions in the Master Plan, however 
there are proposed actions to which I have issues with. I feel strongly about the following issues because this park means so much to me for 
the following reasons: 
 
- I am born and raised on Oahu and have grown up on the shore of Ala Moana Beach Park. 
- Ala Moana Beach Park continues to be a beautiful place for my family, friends, and I to enjoy when we do not want to bother with the 
crowded shore of Waikiki.  
- Ala Moana Beach Park has allowed me to practice soccer on the gorgeous green park space, enjoy swimming in the salty clear ocean, and 
paddle just beyond the reef to the surf breaks. 
 
Thank you for allowing me to voice my concerns about the following 2 proposed actions in the DEIS. 
 
One of the two issues I have with the DEIS is the "Widening (of) the shared-use path along the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive" in 
Section 2.3.6. The projected new pathway does not include the current grass section down the sidewalk and the new promenade is meant 
to include bicyclist and small motorist (i.e. segways). I believe this is unacceptable. The current pathway allows space for joggers and 
walkers, as well as a section for families to enjoy a comfortable grassy area to spend time on while at Ala Moana Beach Park. The grassy 
section along the sidewalk is perfect for the families as they are near the ocean and can still watch their keiki (children) play in the water. 
The projected promenade will cause the families to be constantly crossing the street going between their beach set-up and the ocean. The 
constant street crossing may increase pedestrian traffic and the possibility for accidents. The other point is the increase of bicyclist and 
segways on the pathway. The projected promenade is advertised to increase the idea of Ala Moana Beach Park being a "destination". I 
agree, Ala Moana Beach Park is a destination therefore there is NO need for the bicyclist to be going up and down the beach pathway when 
there is a perfect pathway on the other side of the green lawn AND there can instead be bike racks for the cyclist to lock their bikes at the 
beach park entrances. Widening the promenade will also increase beach goers. What is the environmental capacity for Ala Moana Beach 
Park? Why is there a need to add more concrete, take way green space, and increase human interaction with the oceanic ecosystem?  
 
The next issue I have with the DEIS is "Reconfiguring parking on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive to add more stalls" in Section 2.3.5. 
I believe the reconfiguration from parallel to perpendicular stalls on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive is very unsafe. The parking will 
cause more traffic along the Ala Moana Park Drive as BOTH sides of the contraflow traffic try to park in the projected perpendicular stalls. 
Additionally, as drivers are pulling into or out of the stalls, there becomes multiple blind spots and possibility for accidents. It is an unsafe 
change to the current parking. To repeat, the addition of 113 more parking stalls will heavily increase park users and traffic. What is the 
environmental capacity for Ala Moana Beach Park? Why is there a need to add more concrete, take way green space, and increase human 
interaction with the oceanic ecosystem?  
 
I would like to also add that visitors to the Hawaiian Islands have expressed their dislike for Oahu due to the highly developed lands across 
the island. There are many buildings crowding the island and not enough green space. Reducing the a large green space in town (Ala Moana 
Beach Park) to make room for unnecessary additions will continue to stray Hawaii's local community and the tourism industry in which 
Hawaii heavily relies on.  
 
Lastly, Malama Moana has worked endlessly to gather the community and inform them of the ongoing positive and negative proposed 
changes to the Ala Moana Regional Park by thoroughly reading thru the entirety of the 904 pages of the DEIS. They are raising awareness 
among the community and deserve their voices heard and concerns taken into mind as you proceed.  
 
Please do not go forward with these plans for the reasons I have stated. In closing, thank you again for allowing me to voice my concerns. I 
do hope you listening to what the people of Hawaii want and do not want. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mikayla Carias 
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565 Kukuiula Loop 
Honolulu, HI 96825 
mcarias@hawaii.edu 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: chee mio <mioono@hotmail.com>
Sent: Friday, July 20, 2018 8:12 AM
To: Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Ala Moana park revised plan 

Aloha Mayor, 
 
My name is Mio Chee and I reside in Makiki. I strongly oppose your revised plan for Ala Moana Park. 
 
Please do listen to the community's voice and do what's right for the people in Hawaii.  
 
Mahalo 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Rebecca Choi

From: chee mio <mioono@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 10:28 AM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu; Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Park plans comment

Aloha, 
 
First off, please bare with misspellings and grammatical errors, if any, as English is my second language. I am 
writing this email to express my concerns about the current Ala Moana Park plans. 
 
We recently moved to the Ala Moana area from lower Makiki, and Ala Moana Beach Park has been our most 
favorite beach park by far. There are many aspects of these plans that I do not agree with. We would like to 
see minor improvements, nothing so upscale.  
 
I do have some questions and concerns about these plans related to sea level rise. My family have been 
actively attending workshops, seminars, events, and presentations related to climate change since 4 years ago. 
While attending these events, we learned that the shorelines on Oahu will most likely be affected by sea level 
rise in the near future. Most of these events were organized, hosted, and/or presented by the City and County 
of Honolulu Office of Climate Change, Sustainability, and Resiliency, PACIOOS, NOAA, and professors and 
researchers at UH Manoa. Since we are in the middle of considering buying a house in the Ala Moana area (by 
Walmart), I personally called the City and County of Honolulu Office of Climate Change, Sustainability, and 
Resiliency and used the simulator provided by PACIOOS to find out how the house would be affected by sea level rise 
in the future. According to the simulator, the majority of Ala Moana Park would be greatly affected by climate change by 
year 2050 (with 1.1ft sea level rise). Even if we (and the rest of the world) did everything we could today, they expect 
the sea level to rise 0.4 feet by 2100 and again, the majority of the park would be greatly affected. My question is that 
how are you working with these agencies and offices to ensure that these massive plans will be safe from sea level rise 
(and king tides) when the time comes. To me, it is such a waste of the taxpayers money to invest so much money for 
something we are unsure whether it will still be in good condition after 50, 100 years. There is too much risk involved in 
these plans and I highly encourage you to work with all of these agencies and offices, and re consider these plans.  
 
 
http://www.pacioos.hawaii.edu/shoreline/slr-hawaii/ 

To help protect your privacy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.

 

Hawai i Sea Level Rise Viewer | 
PacIOOS 
DISCLAIMER: The data and maps in this viewer illustrate 
the scale, not the exact location, of potential flooding 
and erosion with sea level rise. The Hawai i Sea Level Rise 
Viewer should be used only as a screening-level resource 
to support management decisions to address exposure 
and vulnerability to coastal hazards with sea level rise. 

2

www.pacioos.hawaii.edu

 
 
Mahalo, 
Mio Chee 
Ala Moana   
 
Outlook  
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Rebecca Choi

From: Monica <tahitigirl55@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2019 10:41 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park - 2nd Draft EIS Comment

Is the renovation and improvements really for the people of Hawaii or just for the tourist industries so that they can 
walk from Waikiki to Ala Moana? We don't need a dog park due to irresponsible people who can 't pick up their dog 
mess while walking their dogs. A playground for children will only cause a invitation for cats to do their dodo in the sand. 
Just remember what happened to Hanauma Bay when the City took it over. Local people have to pay to go there when 
back in the days it was just a plain old beach that anyone could go to. In closing, the city raised the parking fees so that 
the local people couldn't go to Waikiki anymore. Our Aina is not for the local people anymore it is so commercialize. Just 
leave Ala Moana beach alone. Stop trying to fix what is not broken. The rail is a waste of taxpayers money, now Ala 
Moana beach.  
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Nancy Wysard <wysard@hawaii.edu>
Sent: Wednesday, August 22, 2018 6:38 PM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov
Cc: rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park & Magic Island Improvements

August 22, 2018 
 
Mayor Caldwell 
530 South King Street, Room 300.  
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813.  
Phone: (808) 768-4141.  
Fax: (808) 768-5552. 
 
Dear Mayor Kirk Caldwell: 
 
I am writing in regards to the Ala Moana Park and Magic Island Peninsula Improvement Project.  I am very glad 
that "the City wishes to extend the Parks' longevity as a gradual increase in visits is forecasted for the 
foreseeable future".  Although it is necessary to maintain, and restore : sand, structures, the pond, drainage, I 
am a bit concerned that there are other renovations that may seem a bit unnecessary and might  disrupt the 
best feature of the Ala Moana Beach Park which is the land that the local residents can enjoy with their 
families. I am afraid that some of the renovations will basically interrupt the access for local families.  
 
It seems that more and more is getting lost to these big "renovations" from companies that somehow get 
permits to change demographics and build their high rises with beautiful yet astronomically high prices clearly 
unattainable for the majority of the local families. More and more we have these sacred spaces disappear. Ala 
Moana Center used to be a nice mall and now...it's surrounded by parking and residence buildings that only 
cause congestion and it takes a lot of energy just to go shopping. Another example, Ward Warehouse...what a 
nightmare it is to go to that area where you must plan a possible 30 minute parking search alone before the 
start of a movie at the Ward Movie Theater.  
 
Ala Moana Beach Park is a beautiful park where families of no matter what financial background can access 
and enjoy it. It gets harder and harder each day to enjoy nature and enjoy the beautiful ocean. This park is 
family friendly and at one point of our lives we have had one of our "keiki" birthday parties there or we've gone 
to one. There is no need for a wider promenade and the parking is perfectly fine. The fact that this park is used 
the most then that tells you that it is imperative that this sacred space is protected and that the use remains 
intact.  
 
I want to save Ala Moana Beach Park for the current use and I beg you to protect and keep it's current access 
to us, the local families because in this day and age when everything cost so much money and we are working 
an unhealthy amount of time and sacrificing time with our loved ones because of work so that we can pay the 
high cost of living of this age especially in Hawaii...it is with urgency our obligation to protect the few places 
like Ala Moana Beach Park that that brings us together so that we can capture those moments and create 
wonderful memories with the most important thing in our lives, our Ohana. 
 
I trust that you will consider my points and hope that you protect Ala Moana Beach Park and the Magic Island Peninsula.
 
Sincerely, 
 
Nancy Wysard 

2

1822 McKinley Street 
Honolulu, HI 96822 
Phone: 808-943-1983 
Email: wysard@hawaii.edu 
 
cc.Robert Kroning 
cc.Joanne Hiramatsu 
 
 
 
 
 
 
--  
Nancy Santoni Wysard 
Spanish Teacher 
Home Phone:  808  943-1983 
E-mail: wysard@hawaii.edu 
 
M.A. in Spanish 2007 
B.Ed. Secondary Education/ Spanish Specialist 2005 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Naoko Storey <naokostomat@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, March 22, 2019 8:31 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park - 2nd Draft EIS Comment (NO DOG PARK PLEASE!)

RE Ala Moana Park changes 
 
Please do NOT create a dog park. 
 
I live near the park and swim there often. 
Even now, there are people who let there dogs swim in the water and I would try to avoid it. 
 
Once there is a dog park in Ala Moana Park, the owners would let them off the leash in the water after they have let 
them run in the dog park. 
Who is going to stop them? 
Are we going to spend money to have a staff watching where the dogs go? 
 
I really do NOT want many dogs swimming around me. 
 
I hope my voice is heard. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Resident near Ala Moana Regional Park  
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Niegel Rozet 
niegel@hawaii.edu 
 
Umeyo Momotaro 
umeyom@hawaii.edu 
 
 
August 10, 2018  
 
Ms. Joanne Hiramatsu, Director of Planning 
Belt Collins Hawaii LLC 
2153 North King Street, Suite 200 
Honolulu, HI 96819-4554 
 
Dear Ms. Hiramatsu: 
 
Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Statement for Ala Moana Regional Park and 

Magic Island Improvements  
Honolulu, Oahu, Hawaii 
TMK: (1) 2-3-037:001, 002, 022, 023, and 025 

 
As a Native Hawaiian and Pacific Islander who are users of the Ala Moana 

Beach Park throughout our lifetime, we are in support of your plans to redevelop our 
park. However, there are a few comments that we would like to share in regards to the 
proposed project’s parking, plantings, and security. Highlighted are portions of the 
DEIS that we will be commenting on or will be used to support our suggestions.  

 
Parking 
 

We bring our respective families to the park anywhere from 1-4 times a week to 
enjoy the park for recreation and family time. We have been surfing, fishing and running 
around Ala Moana Beach Park for over 15 years. A major reason why we use the park 
so often is for the availability of parking. We would like to hold onto the makai parking 
spaces as they keep us closer and connected to our beach, as also requested by the 
community in line 21 Section 1.6.4 page 1-18:  

 
Some community members did not want the makai parallel parking removed 
 
We suggest to keep as many parking stalls a possible and refrain from putting any 
metered parking within our park (Section 2.3.5, page 2-17 through 2-20): 
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The AMRP design through time has evolved as demand increased for certain amenities. 
The first plans from the 1930s for the AMRP did not show parking lots even though 
automobiles were present in Hawai‘i. A few parking stalls were observed within the 
Keyhole area, however, in earlier photographs from 1935. Plans for parking were 
mentioned about 30 years later when the City was looking to capitalize on the tourism 
industry by building a resort. A resort endeavor would have demanded more parking. 
Lack of public support for a resort eradicated the idea and Magic Island was added to the 
AMRP as park space with a parking lot in the 1970s.  
 
Over time, more parking lots have been added to the Parks as demand increased for 
more stalls. Besides the Magic Island lot, there are public parking lots at McCoy Pavilion 
(Keyhole lot), and the Canoe Hālau. Parallel parking stalls are available along the mauka 
and makai sides of the 1.1-mile Ala Moana Park Drive.  
 
The original proposal for the current Master Plan was to convert the mauka side parking 
to perpendicular stalls and remove about 50 stalls along the makai side of Ala Moana 
Park Drive. The reconfiguration of parking was mainly intended to accommodate an 
improved makai shared-use path. Compensation for the loss of stalls along the makai 
side would be acquired by reconfiguring the Keyhole lot and the Magic Island lot. This 
plan would have also increased the number of stalls by 221 and provide closer access to 
the Magic Island lagoon. 
 
We recognize the City has addressed this issue to the community and to the Director of 
Transportation Services (comment letter to Mr. Wes Frysztacki on EISPN) and we hope 
the City follows through with their response. 
 
Plantings 
 

We would suggest the plants that are brought in reflect the native landscapes 
common of Hawaiʻi Nei’s beaches. It has been found that native habitats support native 
species and in hopes to recover and protect our precious natives we suggest that the 
City looks into plants such as naupaka, Paʻu o Hiʻiaka or Loulu (use local native 
nurseries such as Hui Ku Mauliola). Integrating native plants along the coastline could 
also aid in the replenishment of the beach environment (Section 2.3.14 page 2-35): 

 
The beach was added to the Park in 1955 after 55,000 cubic yards of sand was 

brought 20 in from west side of O‘ahu to fill in a mile-long stretch from Magic Island to 
Kewalo Basin. It instantly became a popular attraction and is still the most popular 
attraction today. As mentioned in the Section 2.1, the beach requires replenishment 
since wave action and variable weather erodes the sand into the swim channel. The 
dredging of the boat channel in 1928 prevented the beach from replenishing the sand 
naturally. Beach nourishment treatment usually lasts about 20 years before another 
treatment 26 is required. Ala Moana Beach is due for nourishment and park staff have 

 

 

been undertaking smaller projects to mitigate the erosion in the meantime such as 
removing the coral rocks from the shoreline and a sand pushing project.  

 
Based on results from Sea Engineering’s Coastal Assessment and Design Report, 

sand for beach nourishment could come from four different locations: Reef Runway 
(inner section), Diamond Head, Hilton, and Waikīkī Maintenance area. The volume of sand 
to nourish the beach varies from a 20- or 35-year estimated life before the shoreline 
returns to current conditions. 
 
In addition, incorporating these plants in pedestrian entrances and portals where major 
pedestrian traffic is observed would be most ideal to bring cultural awareness to the 
value and function of Hawaii’s native plants. This can also apply to the revitalization of 
the Hawaiian ponds. Addressing lines 16-21 in Section 2.3.2 page 2-10, the design and 
vegetation used to improve the pond can incorporate native Hawaiian plant species to 
serve the purposes of storm water management and perhaps educational outreach:  
 
Proposed improvements include both vegetative and hardened edges (Figure 2-3). 
Hardened edges would be installed along the immediate shoreline of the ponds and low 
maintenance vegetation would be planted behind it. Design of the improvements would 
be cohesive with the need to prevent storm water discharge into the ponds and to meet 
recreational needs. Pathways leading to seating areas around the ponds are proposed to 
increase access. 
 
Security 
 

In regards to our safety and security in the park, there has been observed cases 
of chronic homelessness and vandalism. We understand that improvements to the 
park’s entrances and walkways are important to support the growing population. We 
hope that the City has done a thorough study on the impacts of increased pedestrian 
traffic as mentioned in lines 27-28 in Section 2.3.3, page 2-12: 

 
Adding additional pedestrian access at the center of the Park would direct less 
pedestrian traffic toward the vehicle entrances which would promote public safety. 
 
With the current homeless population around 300-350 per day (Line 24, Section 1.3.2, 
page 1-5), we hope that the City will be increasing safety and security measures at all 
times. This becomes an issue when it affects the park’s visitors’ enjoyment and 
perspective of the park (Lines 9-11, Section 3.10.1, page 3-55): 
 
Members of the homeless population have been seen as intruding on visitors’ and 
residents’ enjoyment of public spaces and businesses’ ability to serve paying 
customers. 
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 Other members of the community has expressed this in their letters (as 
mentioned by Mr. Murakami, Ms. Jeffery, and Mr. Tominaga).  Although stated that the 
project will not have a detrimental effect on the public’s health and safety, and that it 
seeks to update current conditions facing pedestrian and vehicle access, we hope that it 
accounts for future conditions with the increased pedestrian traffic outlook. 

 
As long time users and recreational enthusiasts, we look forward to see the 

progressive changes to our beloved Ala Moana Beach Park and appreciate the City’s 
move to make those positive changes. This project would be a great opportunity to 
expose our local residents and visitors alike to the native Hawaiian culture and cultivate 
a deep sense of appreciation for the park’s value. Mahalo for your time and attention. 

 
Sincerely, 
 
Niegel Rozet and Umeyo Momotaro 
Department of Urban and Regional Planning, UH Manoa 
Graduate Students 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Noreen Okikawa <noreenoki@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, March 18, 2019 1:16 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park - 2nd Draft EIS Comment

Please do not take away open spaces by building a dog park or playground. It's a beach park and people go there to 
enjoy the ocean, sand and grass areas. 
 
Additionally, placing a dog park and playground means additional expense to build and maintain the park. This does not 
make sense for Ala Moana Beach Park. 
 
Respectfully, 
Noreen Okikawa 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: alpha goto <PODOGOTO@twc.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2018 10:34 AM
To: Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Responding to DEIS

To Ms. Joanne Hiramatsu 

From :  Pamela Odo-Goto 
PODOGOTO@twc.com
(808) 634-0698 

Re:  responding to the DEIS issued by Belt Collins on July 8, 2018 

Dear Ms. Hiramatsu, 

I sent you a hard copy letter to your office last week but had a thought as I was swimming Ala Moana beach the other 
day.  It appears that there is a large amount of funds available to improve Ala Moana beach park.  Instead of widening the 
shared use path along the makai side of the  park and reconfiguring the parking along the mauka side - can the funds be 
used to ensure the safe quality of the water?  The beach has had to be closed because of run off or spilling over from the 
Ala Wai Canal.  Could the funds be used to improve the Ala Wai canal and other sources of water pollution? 

I recently moved from Hanalei, Kauai where at one time Hanalei Bay was considered on of the best beaches in the United 
States.  It has not made that list for a number of years.  Water flowing from the Hanalei river during heavy rains would 
always raise the bacteria count as well as septic tanks of homes along the river. 

Ala Moana beach not only draws locals but visitors as well.  As I swim I hear languages from all over the world.  Visitors 
love to sit and lie under the coconut trees.  They are there to watch the sunsets and Friday fireworks with us.   

I believe we would all like to see Ala Moana beach be a place where all can come and enjoy the safe clean waters every 
day.

Mahalo for allowing me to voice a “kinda out there” idea and please do NOT go forward with the plans proposed for the 
park.

Aloha , pam odo-goto 
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Rebecca Choi

From: alpha goto <PODOGOTO@twc.com>
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2019 10:05 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana beach park

Dear Mr. Mayor and members of the EIS, 
My husband and I swim/surf Ala Moana beach every day.  We are very concerned about the proposed changes and 
wonder why no one seems to be listening to the people who use it on a daily basis?  We agree wholeheartedly with 
Malama Moana especially on the four remaining  proposed actions: 
1.  Reconfiguring the mauna parking.  2.  Developing a one acre world class playground.  3.  Developing a dog park.  4.  
Dredging sand from the outside reef 
 
Thank you for allowing the makai side to remain as is.  But please do not go ahead with the other proposed actions.  
They will cause lasting negative changes to our beloved beach.  These changes not only impact the environment in 
harmful ways but impact us locals economically and culturally.  My husband and I were recently told we would not 
qualify for “affordable” housing because the two of us together did not make $74,000 a year.  Many of us live with 
several family members in one small apartment or we live along a noisy corridor and so we look forward to the open 
space of Ala Moana park.  With the proposed changes you take away our place of tranquility, gathering with friends and 
family in areas we can spread out to nap, eat, play, and be refreshed .  Many of us come to Ala Moana park on a regular 
basis because it is our source of healing and refreshment.  It is a place to celebrate first birthdays and graduations and 
more.  We welcome our Ohana visiting from off island to share meals and enjoy the beauty at Ala Moana because our 
homes are too small for gatherings. 
 
Please use the monies to help the nearby struggling Children’s museum - the Ferris wheel and world class playground 
will help keep the area free of homeless encampments and help the museum to remain open.  Or the monies could be 
used to clean the Ala Wai canal so it will not cause damage in Waikiki and Ala Moana. 
Please listen to the voices of the people who use Ala Moana daily or on a weekly basis.  It is our refuge and renews our 
strength for each new day. 
 
Mahalo nui, 
Pam Odo-Goto 
1269 A. Matlock Avenue 
Honlulu, HI.  96814 
808-634-0698 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Pat Buckman <buckmanp@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2019 12:49 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS

Aloha Joanne, 
 
I do not see any drawings showing zip line, “carnival type additions”.  WE DO NOT WANT THEM. 
 
Ala Moana Regional Park has always been ALAMOANA BEACH PARK!  The ‘people’s park “ and we want that. 
 
Improvements yes!  Carnival atmosphere NO. 
 
Please send me the drawing showing EXACTLY what the MAYOR is proposing, and what are the improvements. 
 
Word around town is that the zip line carnival rides are for tourists and high end Kakaako residents i.e. Park Lane etc. 
 
We want ALA MOANA BEACH PARK to remain ALA MOANA BEACH PARK! 
 
Please send me drawing (s) showing suggested improvements, changes, additions. 
 
Thank you! 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Patti Choy <halamango@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, March 24, 2019 2:09 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park - 2nd Draft EIS Comment

I have to believe the powers that be absolutely know there are strong feelings against the proposed "improvements" for 
the park and are fully aware of what the people really want: fix the park and maintain it just the way it is. 
 
Stop wasting tax payer-voter money by putting an end to designing fancy stuff that local people never asked for, don't 
want in the park and does not fit into the true local nature of Hawaii and what Ala Moana Park represents to 
generations of residents. 
  
All you need to do is bow out gracefully by saying, "We have heard your voices and will stop our games and nonsense 
and do as spoken by the people: we will fix all old, broken and existing structures to original condition and design and 
vow to maintain the park so it may continue to be the gathering place for local families and park users." 
 
End this madness and quit wasting your time and our time. Enough is enough!!! 
 
Patrice Choy 
Honolulu 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Patti Choy <halamango@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, March 24, 2019 2:26 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park - 2nd Draft EIS Comment

Comments, continued: 
 
A great example proving you know exactly what the people want and mean by fixing Ala Moana Park is to study the nice 
job done on refurbishing the Kaimuki Community Park, between 10th and 11th Avenues. Planting new grass, installing 
new tables and benches, play equipment and cement pads was a job well done. Do the right thing and use this 
renovation project as your standard for fixing Ala Moana Park!!! 

Patrice Choy 
Honolulu 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Gordon Pang <gordonpang@staradvertiser.com>
Sent: Monday, March 11, 2019 11:06 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Cc: Patricia Blair
Subject: Fwd: Ala Moana Park Proposal

The following email is a comment on the Ala Moana Park SDEIS from Star-Advertiser reader Patricia Blair. 
 
Due to my mistake, the incorrect email address was listed for comments to be sent. We are correcting the story online 
and running a correction to the print story in tomorrow’s newspaper.  
 
Meanwhile, I’ll send over any email that is sent our way. 
 
Apologies for my mistake.  
 
 
Gordon Y.K. Pang 
Star-Advertiser Staff Writer 
Desk: (808) 529-4821 
Cell: (808) 479-2116 
Email: gordonpang@staradvertiser.com
Twitter: @PangInTheHale 
Facebook: http://www.facebook.com/profile.php?id=100000019252857
 
 

Begin forwarded message: 
 
From: Patricia Blair <patriciablair@msn.com> 
Subject: Fwd: Ala Moana Park Proposal 
Date: March 11, 2019 at 10:25:05 AM HST 
To: "gordonpang@staradvertiser.com" <gordonpang@staradvertiser.com> 
 
This was returned. Please forward to appropriate email address. Thanks, PB 

Sent from my iPad 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: patriciablair@msn.com 
Date: March 11, 2019 at 10:22:58 AM HST 
To: alamoanaeis@bchesign.com 
Subject: Ala Moana Park Proposal 

I absolutely oppose the proposed changes in Ala Moana Park; no widening of sidewalks, 
no removing of present parking, no reduction of trees or grassy areas, no dog park, no 
fancy playground. Just keep it clean please with usable bathrooms. 
Patricia Blair, Kailua, 888-6393 
Sent from my iPad 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Patricia Shields <starshiplass@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, March 24, 2019 1:10 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park - 2nd Draft EIS Comment

To Mayor Caldwell, Mr. Kroning and all concerned: 
 
I attended the Town Hall meeting on March 11th and, after hearing what people had to say, and after reading up on 
what the proposed changes are that are being considered, I would like you to consider the following before making any 
decisions on “improving” Ala Moana Beach Park - “The People’s Park”: 
 
Do you, Mr. Mayor, use Ala Moana Beach park at all?  If not, I would suggest you spend some time there to see why so 
many of us enjoy it so much, and how much of a detriment it would be to add dog parks and a kid’s playground in that 
area.  The concept of adding a kid’s playground isn’t bad, but it should be considered closer to the Children’s Discovery 
Center, where both would benefit greatly.  As for the dog parks - why do we need them at Ala Moana Beach park?  If 
people want to use the beach and have dogs, they can’t just drop them off while they swim and hope they’ll be alright 
on their own.  Why not consider somewhere in Kakaako where so many new developments are - some of which may 
allow animals.  The fact that this isn’t an animal-friendly state should tell you right away that two dog parks aren’t 
needed.   
 
Mr. Kroning:  You don’t live here so you wouldn’t benefit one way or the other, except financially.  This isn’t your home.  
 
Other considerations for not “upgrading” the beach park:  The roads in Honolulu are HORRIBLE, and rate somewhere in 
the area of Third World countries.  There are more potholes and cracks in virtually every part of downtown and 
everywhere through Waikiki that desperately need repaving.  Even pedestrians are at risk of falling into a hole as we 
walk - and I am one of them.  If you haven’t been out for a walk downtown lately, or in Waikiki, or driven on King Street, 
Beretania or Kuhio lately, I’d ask that you get in your car and find out.   
 
One other thing that needs taxpayer money over “upgrading” Ala Moana Beach park is the problem of sewage spills in 
Ala Moana Beach when there are heavy rains.  I remember after one heavy rain, I was in the water and saw something I 
shouldn’t have seen (except in a toilet) float by me.  I ended up getting a tetanus shot from that episode.   
 
Sidewalks are already wide enough at the beach park and parking is adequate.  I don’t know where you’re getting your 
information from that we need to prepare for future increased use as being a justification for these drastic changes to 
our park, but there are bigger fish to fry in this city right now that need your immediate attention.   
 
I hope these few comments will help you rethink what should/should not be done to Ala Moana Beach Park.   
 
Thank you for your time. 
 
Patricia Shields 
Waikiki resident and long time Ala Moana Beach Park user 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Joanne Hiramatsu
Sent: Monday, August 13, 2018 3:50 PM
To: Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: FW: DEIS comment - another form letter (P. Brent)

From: Patrick Brent [mailto:ptb2929@gmail.com]  
Sent: Sunday, August 12, 2018 9:44 AM 
To: Caldwell, Kirk <kcaldwell@honolulu.gov>; Kroning, Robert J <rkroning@honolulu.gov>; jhiramatsu@bvchdesign.com
Subject: Please re: park Ala Moana 

EIS, Ala Moana Regional Park, Proposed Actions 2.3.5, Parking & 2.3.6, Makai Path 
 

Dear Mayor Caldwell, Mr. Robert Kroning, and Ms. Joanne Hiramatsu, 
 

I am strongly opposed to the plan to convert the mauka side of the park road to perpendicular stalls.  As an 
elderly, handicapped, single woman who exercises in the ocean an average of five days a week, I implore you 
not to jeopardize the safety of all of us park users by forcing drivers (well-known as the worst in the U.S.) to 
reverse out of stalls.  There is always a lot more going on here at Ala Moana than, say, at Kapi’olani Park’s 
Kalakaua Avenue and it is distracting, confusing, and dangerous without adding the complication of more cars, 
reduced loading/unloading space between cars, and restricted sight lines. 
 

I am also concerned about the many trees that will have to be removed to make way for that plan. 
 

Please consider that riders of small-wheeled vehicles such as bikes, Segways, scooters, and skateboards are 
not in the Park to enter the ocean.  They can use a path on the grass area and still enjoy the lovely view of the 
ocean, while being diverted to Ward Ave. and, ultimately, Kakaako Waterfront Park.  There they can more 
safely ride without so many cars and pedestrians in their way and enjoy the fun and challenging hilly terrain of 
that park as well as the equally lovely view of - and even closer proximity to- the ocean! 
 

For everyone’s improved safety and comfort, please let pedestrians walk on the pathway and cars drive on the 
beach road without small-wheeled vehicles unnecessarily complicating and endangering life in the Park.  (Yes, 
I am a tutu, always vigilant and concerned about everyone’s safety.  I always say, “It’s too late to say, ‘Sorry!’ 
after the injury has occurred.”)  As people retire, lose spouses, and age, the benches and pathway become an 
important opportunity to socialize and maintain a connection with the community.  The benches have 
deteriorated to a dangerous condition and the wall is infested with biting red ants.  Please remember the 
lonely, isolated citizens who can benefit greatly by having this option available to them in the Park. 
 

Finally, I was upset to hear that salespeople in the new condos tell prospective buyers they can walk their dogs 
in the Park.  Not so.  We have a NO ANIMALS law.  That it is not enforced is not a reason we citizens should be 
picking up dog droppings every day or watching swarms of flies eat the droppings before we can pick them 
up!  It’s infuriating that people have so little respect and aloha for their fellow citizens!  I will suggest that 
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future condos build in dog-walking areas on their properties before being being granted permission to 
build.  It’s nice of you to build the dog owners a dog park, but why do so when all of Ala Moana Regional Park 
is already one, big, welcoming dog park!  It’s disgusting and a huge health hazard to see dog owners pushing 
sand over their dog’s piles, the sand in which our children play!  Perhaps you should consult the Department 
of Health on this issue. 
 

Thank you for your service to our City.  I am outspoken only in the hope of assisting you in making progress for 
everyone’s benefit. 
 

Aloha nui loa from Hawaii ...  Mahalo Nui Loa from Hawaii  
 

     PATRICK BRENT
Chairman, The Donegal Group
          Lanai 4 suite   
  1350 Ala Moana Boulevard
     Honolulu, Hawaii 96814-4229    
            808 545 2929 
www.DonegalGroupHawaii.com
 
 
 
  P   T   B      O U T  
Aloha - You look great today -but have you done your "PT" today  ?   
wireless  808   545  2929 
 
Freedom is never more than one generation away from extinction. We didn't pass it to our children in the bloodstream. It must be fought for, 
protected, and handed on for them to do the same." 
                 ~Ronald Reagan 12 October 1969 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Patrick Tani <patricktani@hawaiiantel.net>
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2019 10:22 AM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu; Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park Improvements 2nd Draft EIS

I am glad the city is upgrading Ala Moana Beach Park, it surely needs it after decades of use.  Replenishing the sand is an 
awesome idea and I like where you are going to get the sand from. 
 
So happy to hear the additional of 200+ parking stalls, but I can see problems with people parking in perpendicular stalls 
and if they reverse park, it will be a parking nightmare.  I would think angle parking would be better similar to Kapiolani 
Park.  I’m sorry to hear we will lose the parking on the ocean side of the street.  I suspect there will be more incidents 
and accidents with pedestrians crossing the street. 
 
I hope there will be greenery and landscape when the walkway is expanded near the ocean.  I may have miss that, but I 
didn’t see any landscaping. 
 
I don’t like private money coming into the project.  I don’t like the commercial business on the property.  Ala Moana will 
lose its peaceful charm. 
 
I don’t care for the Segway in the park.  We don’t need additional traffic for the park users and pedestrians. 
 
Most of all, I hope there is money to maintain the park. 
 
Patrick Tani 
796 Isenberg St Apt 8J 
Honolulu, HI 96818 
 
(808) 955-2003 
 
patricktani@hawaiiantel.net 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Paul Matsumoto <pkmats@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, March 18, 2019 6:03 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Inclusive Playground Proposal

To whom it may concern: 
 
I have been working as a physical therapist in the Honolulu area for the past 21 years. I have experienced numerous 
children with various disabilities ranging from Cerebral Palsy and Juvenile Rheumatoid Arthritis to acute fractures and 
sprains. In my experience, these kids rarely have the opportunity or ability to experience outdoor play time with their 
peers. I feel strongly that kids with alternative needs and challenges should have the ability to experience meaningful 
play in an area specifically designed to meet their needs.  
 
I acknowledge that change is often difficult, and there are various arguments against the proposed changes at Ala 
Moana Beach Park, however strongly feel that an inclusive playground for the challenged is needed. I am therefore in 
complete support of an Inclusive Playground at the Ala Moana Beach Park venue.  
 
Respectfully, 
 
Paul Matsumoto 
Physical Therapy Associates, LLC 
770 Kapiolani Blvd. Suite 104 
Honolulu, HI  96813 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: manager@hawaikitower.org
Sent: Tuesday, July 10, 2018 10:05 AM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Ala Moana Beach Park DEIS comments

Aloha Everyone, 
 
I have lived across the street from Ala Moana Beach Park for the past 19 years and used it for the past 28 years.  I swim 
there almost daily.  I walk from Hawaiki Tower (which was omitted in the list of condos recently built in the area) where I 
live and work, crossing Ala Moana Blvd. at the Piikoi St. intersection.  During the busy summer months, often I go to the 
park three times a day, before work, at lunch and after work, to catch a few waves when the swell is good.   
 
I have NEVER had any issue with pedestrian congestion or inaccessibility at this entrance portal.  I have always wondered 
why the bridge didn’t align with the intersection, yet it has NEVER been a problem.  Even on New Year’s and the Fourth 
of July, with police assistance, which is always present on these holidays, folks have no problem crossing the street.   A 
wider portal won’t make any difference. 
 
I am opposed to rebuilding these pedestrian portals.  In an emergency, pedestrian evacuation wouldn’t be an issue, on a 
daily basis, even on a Friday night when more folks are there to watch the fireworks, there aren’t enough people to pose 
a problem with so many exit options.   
 
Maintain what is there and don’t unnecessarily spend the taxpayer’s money to enrich the construction companies.   
 
The Makai shared-use path (imho - sneakily renamed to conceal its intent) is not necessary.  That’s a construction 
project to support jobs and the existing path is fine.   
 
I am opposed to tearing out the existing path to replace it with a new one.  Maintain the one that’s there! 
 
Of a much BIGGER concern to me crossing the street daily is the condition of the east/west crosswalk on Piikoi.  The 
street pavement is so BUSSUP that it is treacherous walking across the street.  I am very able-bodied and I have to watch 
every step to avoid turning an ankle or tripping.   I was shocked that the C&C allowed Park Lane to be built and not 
require them to repave after substantial completion.  The Developers make hundreds of millions of dollar and can’t 
repave where their construction activity tore up the streets?  Shameful! 
 
The other issue is the danger caused by vehicles not stopping at red lights.  I witness this every single day, every single 
time I cross the street.  The worst offenders are The Bus drivers.  They don’t just run the red lights, they are hauling ass 
through them.  A couple of police officers at that intersection could pay for half the police force salary by issuing tickets 
to everyone who runs a red light, either turning left from Ala Moana onto Piikoi eastbound, running the red light turning 
right onto Piikoi westbound or running the red light turning left onto Ala Moana southbound from Piikoi.  It’s absolutely 
ridiculous!  Often, I have to wait in the middle of the northbound lanes on Piikoi, halfway between the center island and 
the sidewalk for cars to finally stop so I can cross.  It’s incredible.   
 
Paul McCurdy, PCAM 
Resident Manager 
AOAO of Hawaiki Tower, Inc. 
88 Piikoi St. 
Honolulu, HI 96814 
Office: 808-589-1344 
Fax: 808-589-1346 
Cell: 808-497-2901 

2

www.hawaikitower.org
 
This message and attached file (if any) is intended for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed, and may contain 
information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law.  If the reader of this message is not the 
intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified 
that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this communication 
in error, please notify us at the address provided above via the U.S. Postal Service.  Thank you.
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Rebecca Choi

From: manager@hawaikitower.org
Sent: Friday, February 08, 2019 11:46 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Beach Park DEIS Comments

Aloha, 
 
Thank you for showing an interest in maintaining the park.  Massive improvements such as those proposed are not 
necessary. 
 
I’m going to apologize for my short tone and direct emotional comments.  As you read you will understand why.   
 
2.2.3  
13
14

 
 
I am the Resident Manager of Hawaiki Tower and have been for the past 20 years.  For the past 20 years I’ve walked 
down Piikoi Street and across AMB almost every day to swim, surf or watch the sunset.  I have NEVER had more than 
two or three other people cross the street with me.  Pedestrian traffic congestion does not exist at this location, 
ever.  The only exception is July 4th and New Years and the new bridge and walkway proposed will NOT alleviate traffic 
congestion on those days.  There are simply too many thousands of people.  There will simply be more people stacked 
up to cross at each turn of the signal.  Police control will still be required on those two days each year. 
 
Eliminating the  boundary wall is the stupidest idea I’ve heard of.  I love that wall.  I hide behind it whenever I’m waiting 
to cross northbound across AMB.  Cars, large buses, delivery vans, tour busses, everything traveling 45mph down AMB 
(nobody goes the posted limit of 35mph) are frightening.   People speed down Piikoi to make the left turn eastbound 
onto AMB and run the red light virtually every time the signal changes.  They sweep a wide left turn crossing lanes 
towards the curb cut.  I do not stand in the curb cut and always stay well back behind the wall.  Pedestrians are ignored, 
red lights are run at every turn of the signals.  It’s ridiculous.   It is my understanding that based on traffic counts that is 
the busiest intersection in the City.  The C&C could make a fortune enforcing traffic laws at that intersection alone.  I 
have never seen anyone receive a ticket for running a red light or failing to yield to a pedestrian at that intersection.   
 

22
23
 
My daughter was one of the victims of the fatal traffic accident at Kamakee Street two weeks ago.  As I write this she’s in 
bed recovering from her injuries.  Do not eliminate the boundary wall!!   That is the stupidest idea anyone has ever 
proposed and whoever proposed it clearly has never stood at that crosswalk for any length of time.  If you do anything, 
make it taller.  I don’t think it would stop a bus that veered off as it is now.   

2

27
28
29

 
The conceptual drawing looks like a nice wide, seamless, curbless transition from street to sidewalk that all vehicles can 
drive right up and slaughter pedestrians.  Great idea!  Look at the BEFORE photo.  Count the number of people in the 
park flying kites and playing?   Then look at the ridiculousness of the AFTER photo.  20 people or so.   No one is going to 
set up a picnic shade tent so close to AMB.  It’s so noisy you wouldn’t be able to hold a conversation.  A 
rainbow?  Really?  The sun is going to relocate to shine from the north?  Whoever drew that and approved it wasn’t 
thinking clearly.   
 
I’m not opposed to aligning the walkway and bridge with the crosswalk.  But don’t eliminate the boundary wall and add 
large stanchion barriers to prevent vehicles entering the pedestrian walkways.  Pedestrians can walk around them quite 
easily.   Safety first, please. 
 
2.3.5 
 
2.3.3 and 2.3.5 are incongruent.  If you want to encourage pedestrian traffic to the park and make wider ingress/egress 
walkways, don’t expand the vehicle parking!  Hello?!   
 
2.3.7 
Gee, let’s widen the entry sidewalks and eliminate the grass divider between the street and sidewalk so pedestrians can 
walk even closer to the cars.  Another great idea!  
 
How about installing a boundary wall with plants in it to separate the pedestrians from the vehicles?   That will increase 
public safety.   
 
2.3.8 
Architectural BS that is unnecessary, high maintenance and nonfunctional.  A waste of resources.  Add a few large lava 
boulders and more landscaping and call it good. 
 
2.3.15 
Water features in a kid’s playground at a beach park is ridiculous.  The water quality issues alone are enough to 
eliminate the idea.  That many kids using a closed water system is asking for a law suit when someone’s child gets sick or 
worse.  Take a look at the issues facing the new “Wave Pool” technologies and their unsuccessful efforts to maintain 
water quality.   
 
2.4 
It would’ve been good to include a profile drawing for at least one of the sections?  Not quite sure what the berm is 
supposed to do or how it will look.   
 
Option 3 gets my vote. 
 
Table 2.4 
 
The beach is THE MOST USED AREA of the park.  Replenishing the sand should be a HIGH priority, not a 2-5 year future 
project.  
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That’s all I have.  
 
Thank you for your work. 
 
 
 
Paul McCurdy, PCAM 
Resident Manager 
AOAO of Hawaiki Tower, Inc. 
88 Piikoi St. 
Honolulu, HI 96814 
Office: 808-589-1344 
Fax: 808-589-1346 
Cell: 808-497-2901 
www.hawaikitower.org
 
This message and attached file (if any) is intended for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed, and may contain 
information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law.  If the reader of this message is not the 
intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified 
that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this communication 
in error, please notify us at the address provided above via the U.S. Postal Service.  Thank you.
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Paul Perretta <g3sea@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 07, 2018 10:57 AM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov.
Cc: rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Suggestions for improving Ala Moana Beach Park.

8.9.18 
 
Aloha ! 
 
As a frequent swimmer who enjoys all of the park facilities here are some suggestions regarding the proposed 
improvements 
 

1. Safety ie a Ranger station to prevent vandalism whether by the homeless vandals or just vandals and 
provide safety for the public. 

2. Immediate replacement of the destroyed concrete tables and benches  just ewa of Life guard station 1 
D and just DH of ifeguard station 1C. The Lions Club has tried to maintain these but the vandals have 
won. Those locations previously had 6 tables and 12 benches each. I would suggest adding 12 more 
concrete tables for future expansion of use. 

3. Removal of the stones and pebbles in the shallows or replace the sand that covered them but has 
vanished. Sand erosion should not be as severe as that at Waikiki. 

4. We Bus or walk to the park but any new parking should be diagonal to fit in more vehicles and make it 
easier to park. 

5. Finances permitting fill in that polluted pond / lake at the DH  and make a nice grassy family friendly 
bowl area. Maybe a small Amphitheater ? 

6. Flatten out that ridiculously arched bridge at the DH end. I know that most folk especially Kupuna and 
those with disabilities or in wheel chairs hate the thing. 

 
           A big Mahalo for renovating the Restrooms. All the more reason to have a Ranger to                     ensure 
these facilities remain clean and vandal free. 
 
                                                                                                                      Paul Perretta 

1

Rebecca Choi

From: Paul Perretta <g3sea@hotmail.com>
Sent: Friday, February 08, 2019 11:48 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Cc: akobayashi@honolulu.gov; mformby@honolulu.gov
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park Replacement of  Vandalized Large concrete tables and benches.

2.8.19 
 
Aloha 
 
Council members Kobayashi and Ozawa were looking into this situation last year but we did not ask for a 
lengthy EIS. 
 
 All we asked in late 2018 was why the vandalized Large concrete tables and benches in the two picnic 
locations with columns near Lifeguard stations 1C and 1 D still have not been replaced since August 2018 ? 
 All that has been installed are beams above the columns. Local beach going folk would appreciate greatly if 
those tables and benches be replaced and indeed added to ( park use has increased greatly ) after more than a 
decade of vandalism. 
 
                                                                                                          Mahalo 
 
                                                                                                                  Paul Perretta 
 

From: Ala Moana EIS <alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com> 
Sent: Friday, February 8, 2019 7:09 PM 
To: Ala Moana EIS 
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements Second Draft Environmental Impact Statement  
  

Second Draft Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS) 
Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements 

Tax Map Key: (1) 2-3-37:001, 002, 022,023, 025 
Honolulu, O‘ahu, Hawai‘i 
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The Environmental Notice
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Rebecca Choi

From: paula ho <ptlho@hawaii.rr.com>
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2019 9:26 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park - 2nd Draft EIS Comment

I am a 4th generation town kamaaina 
 
We have always enjoyed this idyllic park/beach space for many years and hope it will not change for future generations.
 
Why not just use the limited budget to : 
 
MAINTAIN-grounds/bathrooms 
SECURE/SAFETY -all areas during  open hours w/ more frequent patrols and get rid of the homeless IMPROVE-
bathrooms-sanitary concerns with more personnel to check/clean them 
 
 IF you have brilliant idea to improve the parking flow/spaces then that would be a plus if all options are  considered 
before making a big change 
 
NO NEED the superfluous “beautifying” with “world class"playground that will have to be cleaned/secured/maintained 
with additional dollars spent on unnecessary addition 
 
Just keep the sand clean and the park for simple use like we used to and will do so for years to come! and SAVE our 
money for more important infrastructure budgeting! 
 
mahalo 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Paulette Tam <tampaulette@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2019 9:24 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park - 2nd Draft EIS Comment

Aloha and Peace Be Within You, City and County of Honolulu 
Administration and To whom it May Concern:   
 
Re:    

Ala Moana DEIS comment period proposed extension statement due by 11:59 PM on Monday, 
March 25, 2019.  

My name is Paulette-A Tam, concerned Kane'ohe Resident and former 
Kane'ohe Neighborhood Board Member from 1989-2005 with term 
breaks; today, I represent myself. 

 
My testimony today negates petition I signed on Saturday, March 23, 
2019, The People's Park. I support the intent and in its entirety the Ala 
Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements, because it meets 
the Environmental impact on the life of the land that malama the near 
shoreline and ocean creatures.  
 
Note that the Draft EIS pdf is too large to open and very slow to 
download. I'm relying on news reports for information. Thank you for the 
web link that permit me to download and open the DEIS. 
 
Question are Dog Parks compatible with Public Parks for families with 
children at large related to allergies. Public Health concern. I notice that 
the location of the Dog Park is well away from the majority of beach park 
users that is closer to Kewalo Basin. Therefore, I support the Dog Park 
location.  

2

 
Question is whom is liable for the proposed private partnership's 
playground; the donors or the City and County of Honolulu. Public Safety 
concern. After further review, I am convinced that the entire Ala Moana 
Regional Park and Magic Island is in the jurisdiction of the Parks and 
Recreation Department of the City and County of Honolulu. Encouraging 
Private Partnerships is essential towards alleviate the burden of tax payer 
dollars paying for everything in the State of Hawaii. 
 
Regarding the Promenade/Sidewalk Improvement Plan, I support it to be 
Pedestrian Friendly without motorized scooters, Segways and the like 
and including bikes to insure ADA Compliance and public safety for the 
elderly and families with children. The road is for such vehicular traffic.  
 
Mahalo and Aloha, Paulette-A Tam, concerned Kane'ohe Resident.  
 
Attachment pdf below 
Total Pages 54 
 

2017-12-23-OA-EISPN-Ala-Moana-Regional-Park-Improvements.pdf 

(6,049K) 
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Rebecca Choi

From: PENELOPE FELICIANO <penny_feliciano@icloud.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 5:09 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park - 2nd Draft EIS Comment

It is the people of Hawaii that work the jobs to support tourism and the massive influx of off-island people that are 
purchasing the high rises.  
 
We need, we deserve to have a gathering place for our islands Ohana. 
 
If the high rise owners want a fancy park they need to go elsewhere.  
 
The high cost of living with below standard wages; to take away one of OUR main places of enjoyment is in-humane 
 
 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Peter Gellatly <pgellatly@mac.com>
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2019 10:21 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Cc: sharstocks@yahoo.com
Subject: SDEIS, Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements, issued 2.8.19

Aloha Mayor Caldwell, Mr. Croning and Ms. Hiramatsu, 
 
Thank you very much for considering my input on the proposed changes to Ala Moana. I have been spending time there 
regularly for decades — swimming, SUPing and more — and I genuinely love the park.  
 
I salute you and your staffs on a thoughtful, obviously well intentioned effort to enhance our world-class recreation and 
relaxation area. Like many, however, I feel that some of the modifications are unnecessary and unwise, while others are 
impractical and risky, if not downright dangerous. Please let me share these concerns: 
 
2.3.1  Dog Park, page 2-9 
As a dog-lover, I appreciate the aloha in this proposal. As a father, however, I fear that our family- and children-oriented 
park is not the place for a large number of animals whose behavior I cannot predict beyond noting that they will poop a 
lot. Isolated as the dog park may be, the possibility of feces-borne diseases cannot be ignored, and if only one child is 
placed at risk of an errant dog bite, that is one child too many. A dog park would be terrific … elsewhere.  
 
2.3.5  Parking, page 2-18  
The danger presented by perpendicular parking is simply too great to risk. This is a family-rich area, with children of all 
ages spilling across the roadway. Backing up is inherently trickier than pulling out of a parallel parking place — and when 
many of the people at the wheel are teenagers and senior citizens, the difficulty is magnified. Yes, parking should be 
expanded, but other valid, safer options have been identified.  
 
2.3.6  Makai Shared-Use Path, page 2-22  
It is easy to see how a planner might think that he/she was doing the right thing in your proposed widening scheme. 
However, any park user would be quick to point out that vital picnicking/ohana-gathering green space is being removed 
(with concrete NEVER a better substitute); that there is no problem with foot traffic now, nor has there ever been; and 
that welcoming bikers into the current pedestrian flow is asking for big trouble — another potential source of liability for 
the city.  
 
2.3.14  Sand Replenishment and Long-Term Beach Nourishment, page 2-36  
Sufficient scientific evidence has been submitted to quash this idea, which like others appears misguided, not malicious. 
Clearly and importantly, just as our enjoyment of the park does not end at the water’s edge, nor does our responsibility 
for it. Several famous, world-class surfing spots off Ala Moana — home to groms and granddads alike — absolutely 
deserve protection, as does the teeming wildlife on and beyond the reef. Dredging could be disastrous. If we need more 
sand, let’s get it elsewhere. 
 
2.3.15  Playground,page 2-36 
In an increasingly high tech, material world, the preservation of natural pleasures is more important than ever. Ala 
Moana is already a vast playground for children of all ages — eight to eighty and before and beyond. The vast expanses 
of sand, sea and greensward are inspiration aplenty for toddlers and elementary-age kids. They don’t need anything 
else, and giving them one more toy to play with only dilutes the delight of the beach. You say you want a world-class 
facility? I say we already have one. You say you still want a playground? I say put it somewhere else, please, perhaps 
adjacent to the Children’s Discovery Center as suggested in a recent community meeting.  

2

 
Ala Moana Regional Park is precious. It deserves respect and TLC from government and the public alike. Please heed 
what the real experts are saying — local people who use and love the park. Do the right thing, please: Don’t do too 
much!   
 
with gratitude and aloha, 
 
Peter Gellatly    
2952 Kahawai Street 
Honolulu, HI  96822   
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Philip Quan <pmtq_97@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 15, 2018 3:20 PM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Statement, Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements, 

issued by Belt Collins on July 8, 2018

 
 

2
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Cannot decipher writing. Same response as others on this list.
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Rebecca Choi

From: Rae Sultan <rae@sultan.com>
Sent: Wednesday, March 20, 2019 5:42 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Comments in Support of Inclusive Playground Project

To Whom it May Concern: 
 
As a community member and frequent user of Ala Moana Park, I am submitting comments in support of the Inclusive 
Playground Project.  My comments are motivated by my hope to see an Inclusive Playground for families in Hawaii. 
 
My family of 4 visits Ala Moana Park often for a multitude of opportunities from walks, paddling to beach picnics.  It is a 
place for families, friends and the community to share and make long lasting memories.  The Park provides all families 
time together on the ocean on grass in a community where many live in condos and small homes that do not have green 
space. 
 
One in seven families has a family member who cannot utilize a traditional playground and school kids in our community 
have taken the time to change this by designing an all inclusive playground.  AND there are people who will donate their 
hard earned money to pay for it!  With this type of outreach and support, it is a ‘no brainer’ for our community.   
 
The City supports this project and it is within the Master Plan for Ala Moana Park.  This Playground will be available to all 
members of the community AND those with special needs.   
 
Please join the many kids, families and leaders in our community to make this happen!   
 
Mahalo 
 
 
 
Sent from my iPad 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Ray Madigan <ray52madigan@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 09, 2018 3:38 PM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov
Cc: rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: DEIS Ala Moana Park

TO:  Mayor Kirk Caldwell (kcaldwell@honolulu.gov)
CC:  Robert Kroning (rkroning@honolulu.gov)
  Joanne Hiramatsu (jhiramatsu @bchdesign.com)

RE:   Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)
  Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvement
  Issued by Belt Collins on July 8, 2018

Dear Mayor Caldwell:

I am writing in response to the DEIS.  I like many of the proposed actions in the Master Plan, but there are proposed 
actions I have issues with.  I feel very strongly about the following issues because this park means a lot to me as I have 
been going to the park for over 25 years to surf

My biggest issues with the DEIS are:

1. In Section 2.3.6, Makai Shared-Use Path:  it proposes “widening the shared-use path along the Makai side of Ala 
Moana Park Drive.” 

This is not a good idea the following reasons.  First, it will make the existing Makai grassy strip narrower or even non-
existent, so that it cannot be used for picnics, or allow families to put up their small tents to enjoy the beach.  This happens
mostly on the weekends on about 30% of the grassy strip. The rest of the week the grass isn’t used as extensively. It is a 
lovely way for everyone to enjoy the park and the beach, and has been made use of without any problems or issues 
arising.

Second, the “shared-use path” means that wheeled vehicles (other than for the disabled) would be on the same path as 
pedestrians.  This is potentially dangerous and unsafe. Wheeled vehicles should use a separate, marked lane either on the 
street, or on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive, where there is already a path.

2. In Section 2.3.5, Parking, it is still proposed to reconfigure the existing parallel parking stalls to perpendicular 
stalls, . . .

Perpendicular parking on the mauka side will be inconvenient to unload beach and picnic items, as well as back out of 
into oncoming traffic, compared to parallel parking.  Families who bring their beach and picnic items to the park will find 
it more difficult to open their car doors to unload. It will be more dangerous for wheeled vehicles such as bicycles, or 
other cars on the street, as backing out of a perpendicular stall impedes traffic flow, and creates situations of limited 
visibility when exiting the perpendicular stall.

Also, the impact of creating the perpendicular stalls will involve removing the existing grassy areas and trees from the 
mauka side.  We need to preserve the grassy areas of the park, and not remove trees, some of which are considered 
exceptional.

The above proposed actions will create unsafe situations for park users which include dangerous traffic flow related to the 
perpendicular stalls on the mauka side of Ala Moana Beach Drive, will potentially remove exceptional trees and grassy 
areas from the park, will create an unsafe and dangerous environment on the shared-use path, as pedestrians, 

2

joggers/runners, and wheeled vehicles will be on the same path.  I urge you to listen to the people’s comments and 
implement what the people want. 

     Sincerely yours,
Raymond Madigan,
1951 Wilhelmina Rise,
Honolulu, 96816
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Ray Madigan <ray52madigan@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, August 17, 2018 8:49 AM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Concerns regarding DEIS Ala Moana Park

I already sent a comment but please allow me to say a few more things. 

1) Dog Park: put it somewhere else. Not near a beach. No one wants flies and dog feces near the beach. 
It's a health hazard and will stink. 
Has the risk to human health been considered? Please see these websites for the science behind these 
concerns: 
https://www.mass.gov/info-details/pet-waste-and-bathing-beaches#health-risks-possibly-associated-with-pet-waste- 
https://www.avma.org/public/PetCare/Documents/disease_risks_dogs.pdf 
Please locate the park in somewhere well away from the beach. 
 
2) Loss of green space: proposals that eliminate existing trees/green space and increase concrete for parking etc lead to heat retention and 
loss of shade. This is going in the wrong direction as our weather will continue to get hotter. We need more trees and deep shade to promote 
an alternative the heat of concrete and metal. Also green space and trees are healthy for the planet and a wonderful way to promote human 
health and happiness. 
 
3) Widening of the promenade. Bad idea. Loss of the grassy area where locals picnic leads to disharmony in the community. Trees in 
planters are not the same as trees in the ground. Suggest you maintain current grass and trees. 
Widening of promenade will increase heat retention. Widening of road  will also increase heat retention and lead to more traffic flow making 
the park more for cars than people.  
 
4) Multi use  of promenade allowing for mixing of bikes and electrified vehicles is a very alarming proposal, especially as 
the number of these vehicles increase. Keep them off the sidewalks and out of the park! The promenade should not be a 
road. It is for people to spend time and recreate not ride through! Mixing wheeled transportation with pedestrian traffic 
is clearly dangerous and I think you need to review the scientific studies regarding this. 
 
5) Parking. Stick to the original 133 proposed. More parking means less trees , less green space, more metal and heat. 
Make the park a nature oasis not a parking lot! 
 
6) Perpendicular parking on mauka side of road. This involves tearing up the existing green space and trees. It increases 
concrete and metal and decreases green space. The perpendicular parking will impede traffic flow and widen the road. 
It's dangerous. Do we really want more cars in the park? The park will be stressed.  
  
Generally I find the proposals to be out of sync with the current use of the locals. Have you at all consulted local groups 
and integrated their ideas? Have you spent time studying how the park is used? Why not maintain and gently improve 
on the current configuration which is a wonderful resource to the people?  
We live at a time of increasingly hotter weather and every year it gets hotter. We need deep shade and trees and green 
space. We don't need any more cars and wheeled traffic in the park. I strongly suggest you consult with environmental 
groups and experts to address this and work to make the park an experience of nature rather than a parking lot. 
I appreciate your intentions to make the park better. However, I hope reconsider as many of the proposals will change 
the nature of this wonderful resource. 
Thank you for your time, 
Ray Madigan, 
1951 Wilhelmina Rise, 
Honolulu 96816 
(808) 386 9374 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Ray Madigan <ray52madigan@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, March 24, 2019 8:01 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Maona Park

Please do not make radical changes to Ala Moana Beach Park.
We do not need a children's playground or a dog park. Please locate them somewhere 
else.
Also please listen to the many objections to changes to the makai parking and widening 
of the promenade which will disrupt the use of the park by the regular users. 
Please invest money into repairing and upgrading existing structures and parklands. 
The park is wonderful as it is. It just needs some TLC. 
Thank you,
Raymond Madigan, 
1951 Wilhelmina Rise, 
Honolulu 96816 
(808) 386-9374 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Ray Otaguro <rayotaguro@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 14, 2018 4:48 PM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: ALA MOANA BEACH PARK

Dear Mayor Caldwell, Mr. Kroning, and Ms. Hiramatsu, 
     I am a park user.  I have been walking the entire park five days a week for the last five years and I can confidently tell 
you that it is indeed a park for the people of Hawaii.  A dog park will encourage people to take their pets onto the beach 
area and create safety and health conditions.  Dog poop, flies, and picnics are not the kind of conditions you would want 
to create. 
     Leave the makai parking and the area around the tennis court area as is.  There is no need for a promenade.  If more 
parking spaces are needed, perhaps the area near the canal and Ala Moana Blvd. could be used.  Changing the parking 
configuration will create safety concerns with more people crossing the street to get to the beach.  I have seen children 
helping their kupuna on to their wheel chairs, families open up their vans for picnics, and swimmers, surfers, and tennis 
players enjoying the convenience of having their cars parked nearby.  You will be taking all of this away.  I ask that you 
go to the park during different times of the day and see how your proposed changes will negatively impact the users.  If 
you continue to call this the Peoples Park, then I hope that you will take the people's feedback seriously. 
     Finally, Mr. Mayor, whatever the outcome, please assure us that this park will be properly maintained.  It is a very 
beautiful park but it is dirty because it is poorly maintained.  It took four years before two very warped picnic 
tables(Piikoi beach front) were replaced.  Other tables and benches are in poor condition and there is always trash 
littering the park.  The restrooms are smelly and anything broken is long in getting repaired.  The wall around the Magic 
Island lagoon is in disrepair with rebar exposed in some areas.  The lawn is mowed once a week but there are always 
foot high weeds throughout the park.  Almost always there are two workers riding the cart.  One seems to be the 
designated driver, usually checking his phone while the other empties the rubbish cans.  Rarely do they bother to pick up 
trash around the area.  I have seen them drive pass or over large pieces of trash.  What was especially disturbing was 
seeing a worker drive by with an empty cart( no tools or trash) except an opened bag of chips on the seat.  The other 
day, 7 workers watched another saw off some tree branches.  On another, three workers were raking leaves under a 
tree as leaves continued to fall.  Guess what it looked like the following day?   Where is the Director?  It is fruitless to 
spend millions of dollars making improvements if it is not going to be properly maintained.  Thank you for giving me the 
opportunity to express my thoughts.    
Sincerely, 
Ray Otaguro 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: rexkimatty@aol.com
Sent: Tuesday, July 10, 2018 9:29 AM
To: kcaldwell@Honolulu.gov
Cc: rkroning@Honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park; Draft EIS

Aloha Mayor, 
    For over 45 years, I have enjoyed using Ala Moana Regional Park, particularly Magic Island. I learned to surf there, had 
friends baptized in the MI lagoon, had picnics with family and friends there, and introduced my kids to the 
beach there.  Nowadays, I use MI almost every week, and during the summer, almost every day of the week.  I both drive 
a car and bicycle from my work and home to MI.  
    It is the perfect location for town families to enjoy the ocean, beach, and views.   
    
    I may be too late to do this, but I offer my opinions about improving the park: 
1.  Fill in the ponds and canals.  I suspect it would involve many more agencies (county, state, fed.) with more 
environmental impact (drainage, dredging), and perhaps would be unmanageable, but filling in the ponds and canals 
would provide more space for users and be a better and higher use instead of those stink, fetid ponds and canals.  
2.  Please do not add parking stalls to MI by encroaching on the DH side of MI.  Although the DI side is lesser utilized, it is
open space and is gratefully used when other areas of MI are full.  
3.  To add parking stalls at MI, remove monkeypod trees (rubbish) and scrawny trees (useless) in the MI parking lot, and 
re-pave/stripe the MI lot.  
4.  Remove coconut, monkeypod, heliotrope, "sausage" (at intersection of Piikoi and Ala Moana Blvd.), and kukui trees 
throughout the park.  I don't know who chose those trees, but it's plain and obvious they are expensive to trim, dangerous, 
make lots of rubbish, and (for the monkeypods) breed gnats.   
5.  Replace the rubbish trees with less-troublesome shade trees, with hot coal receptacles and garbage cans in strategic 
areas (for picnicking). 
6.  Re-do the walking path at MI.  The last re-do last year (?) was a total hammajang. Uneven, pitted, already cracking, 
areas of ponding. Very difficult to ride a bike or run it with a baby stroller.  Even if the contractor did it for free, we got
ripped off.
7.  Replenish the sand at MI beach and lagoon areas.  
8.  Eradicate the red ants. Some areas of MI are unusable because of them.  
9.  Eradicate the feral cats (health hazard). 
10.  Improve MI sprinkler irrigation (in progress; thanks!)  
11.  Lock restrooms and shut off water after 8 pm (done; thanks!)  
12.  Bicycle rack by Ewa side of MI lagoon area or Ewa side MI restroom.  

I am happy you are leading positive change for our community!  Mahalo!  

Rex Kim 
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August 21, 2018 

Mayor Kirk Caldwell,  
530 South King St., 3rd Floor,  
Honolulu, HI 96813 

Re: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements – Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS) 

Mayor Caldwell, 

I have been using Ala Moana Park for the last three years and about a year ago I told my friend, “This 
park benefits so many people.  It accommodates all types of people with many different uses.  Why 
don’t they do something to Kakaako Park?” 

Thank you for your efforts to improve Honolulu's parks, including our beloved Ala Moana Park and 
Magic Island.  While some of the proposed actions in the DEIS are welcome, there are a few that 
concerns me because they will make the park less safe and destroy the local character and culture of 
Ala Moana.

1. Reconfiguring parking on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive to add more stalls,  
 perpendicular stalls (DEIS pg 2-6, 2-17). 

 a.Perpendicular parking stalls are unsafe 

Perpendicular stalls were proposed in the Environmental Impact Statement Preparation Notice 
(EISPN pg 11), published in December 2017, and were vehemently opposed by the public because 
they would create serious safety issues.  So, why are they still included in the DEIS (178 stalls, 
DEIS pg 2-18)?  Ala Moana Park Drive is not a parking lot.  It's a thoroughfare, with consistent and 
sometimes heavy traffic so backing out into traffic from perpendicular stalls creates a dangerous 
situation for motorists, bicyclists, and pedestrians. Furthermore, Ala Moana Park Drive has two-way 
traffic and is poorly lit after sunset so the danger is even more.  

Although one design goal of the park revitalization is to create more parking, hence the 
development of perpendicular stalls, this should not be implemented if public safety is 
compromised.  Public safety should be first and foremost, and it’s one of the top policies of 
Complete Streets, City Ordinance 12-15, which was adopted in 2012.  Creating perpendicular 
parking stalls along Ala Moana Park Drive clearly is not in alignment with the Complete Streets 
policy.

 b. Perpendicular stalls will impede traffic flow 

Cars backing out of perpendicular stalls on Ala Moana Park Drive will seriously impede traffic flow.  
Traffic will come to a stop as it waits for cars trying to exit the stalls and the situation is even more 
unsafe because Ala Moana Park Drive is a two way thoroughfare so cars could exit the parking 
stalls trying to go in either direction.   

 c. Planned perpendicular stalls will increase storm water runoff 

The grass surfaces that currently exist in the proposed areas for the perpendicular stalls are 
pervious and enable storm water to penetrate the ground, which reduces runoff and also provides 
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fresh water to irrigate the trees and vegetation.  Replacing this pervious surface with asphalt and 
concrete will lead to more storm water runoff, and without a drainage system in Ala Moana Park, 
the additional runoff could contaminate the environment, including the nearshore waters. Also, 
given that “there are no specific storm water quality projects included in the master plan” (DEIS, pg 
3-31), it’s clear that the impacts of the additional runoff have been trivialized.  No studies on the 
potential effects of the additional runoff created by the perpendicular stalls have been completed. 
What kinds of nonpoint source pollutants are present in the storm runoff and what are their potential 
effects on the people, environment, and biota? 

2. Increasing the number of parking stalls in the park will increase park usage and could 
 impact park resources and the nearshore environment 

a. Increased park usage will stress the park resources, the park environment, and possibly the 
nearshore environment.  

The proposed park plan will create 234 additional parking stalls (pg 2-18).  The Parking Occupancy 
Study (DEIS appendix C) which is discussed in DEIS Section 3.9 found that on weekdays, 53 more 
spaces would be adequate while on the weekend 113 more spaces would be needed.  Hence, the 
proposed increase of 234 more stalls exceeds the need by over 100%.  This increase might be 
excessive, such that park usage will exceed a sustainable carrying capacity. 

As an alternative to increasing the parking stalls by 234, how about expanding the Keyhole parking 
lot, which will add 103 parking stalls (DEIS, pg 2-18) and eliminate the loading/unloading stalls on 
both sides of the crosswalks which will add 10 stalls.  Doing so will increase the parking stalls to 
113 which is the amount recommended from the parking study.  Then, if after a trial period, 
additional parking stall are deemed necessary they can be built.  

While no studies on the carrying capacity have been completed, it’s clear that with more people 
using the park there will be increased burdens on Emergency Services and Ocean Safety.  The 
effects on other resources, the park environment, and nearshore environment are not known 
because an assessment has not been completed. 

b.The installation of more asphalt and concrete will result in Heat Island Effects and which will  
  increase the temperature of the park and beach areas 

With it’s low albedo, asphalt and to a lesser extent concrete, will absorb light and radiate a lot of 
heat and heat-up the park environment, making it hotter and less comfortable.   

 c. Loading and unloading zones (DEIS pg 2-18, line 5) will not work 

Loading/unloading zones will be impossible to enforce and will place additional burdens on the Park 
Rangers and others involved in enforcing park rules.  Secondly, after unloading their supplies, 
beach users will still have to find parking, which could be far from the unloading zone. This is 
inconvenient and a complete waste of time.  Given the parking situation in Ala Moana, employing 
loading/unloading zones is illogical and impractical.  

 d. Expansion of parking lot on Magic Island (DEIS 2.3.5, pg 2-17, 2-18) 

The expansion of the parking lot on Magic Island by 38 stalls (DEIS, pg 2-18) will remove invaluable 
green spaces that park users value for picnics and other activities and also replaces the pervious 
grass with impervious asphalt which might create storm water runoff issues. 
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3. Widening the shared-use-path along the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive (DEIS pg 2-6)  

a. The current Makai path (sidewalk) should not be a shared-use path 

Pedestrians and wheeled vehicles on the same path is dangerous and creates  
  tension between pedestrians and wheeled vehicles, such as bicyclists. 

Wheeled vehicles on a path which includes lots of people inattentively walking shoulder to shoulder 
and with kids playing should not be allowed.  The makai path should be used for pedestrians only, 
just as in Waikiki and business districts where there are lots of pedestrians.  It’s been proposed to 
paint lines on the path to separate the pedestrians and wheeled vehicles, but it will be impossible to 
have pedestrians and wheeled vehicles ‘stay in their own lanes.’   

b. Widening of the shared-use path has been previously rejected 

Widening of the promenade was proposed in the Environmental Impact Statement Preparation 
Notice (EISPN pg 11) but was vehemently opposed by the public at the McCoy Pavilion meetings 
and this opposition was supported by the City Council with adoption of Bill 16, CD2, Project 
#1998107 in early 2018.  So, why is widening of the promenade, now referred to as a 'shared-use 
path' in the DEIS still being proposed? The claim in the DEIS,  “During the scoping meetings, the 
public asked for a wider and shaded pathway” (DEIS, pg 2-21, line 33) is a ‘false’ claim and 
contradicts what “The People” have demanded since 2015.  People want to keep the Park’s local 
character (DEIS, pg 1-5, line 39) and have no “desire to upscale the Park with modern design and 
added structures (DEIS, pg 1-6, line 1).  Because the DEIS claim that people want a wider pathway 
and the proposed designs of the widened shared-use path (DEIS, fig 2-8, pg 2-24) will destroy the 
‘local character’ of the park, the proposed widening plans should not be implemented.    

c. Removal of the grass strip on the shared-use path will negatively impact the local character of the 
 park and the longstanding local park culture  

The conceptual figures in the DEIS (fig 2-8) show widening of the existing makai path (sidewalk) 
and removal of the grassy strip that runs along it.  As stated in the DEIS, the "goal for the 
revitalization is to maintain and improve the grounds and facilities while remaining true to it's local 
character as 'The People's Park.'" (DEIS, pg 1-6, 2-45).  The grassy strip is one of the most 
important features of Ala Moana that defines it's local character. That local character is defined by 
the physical features of the park but more importantly by how residents use the park.  For 
generations, local families have used and enjoyed the grassy strip which is more than just a strip of 
grass; it’s a cultural landscape.  Removing the grassy strip will destroy both the ‘local character’ and 
a longstanding local tradition of the park. Keep the grassy strip.  No other park in the world has this 
feature.  It’s unique and should be preserved and treasured, not destroyed for something that every 
other city has built.   

One important premise for the development of Ala Moana was to create a park to enrich the lives of 
people and to build a sense of community. 1 Today, groups of people, related and not, gather on the 
grassy strip to picnic and socialize, demonstrating just how important the grass strip is for building a 
sense of community.  

If we save and maintain the ‘local character’ of the park, decades from now future park users will 
applaud us.  Imagine what Ala Moana would be like today, if our forebearers allowed the 
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development of Magic Island into the resorts proposed in the 50s, 60s and 70s. Without their 
wisdom to oppose overdevelopment, the beautiful space that everyone enjoys and treasures today  

1Weyeneth, Robert 1987. Ala Moana:  The People’s Park. Prepared for: Department of Parks and Recreation. 

would not exist. We are the benefactors of their foresight and wisdom, so like them, it is our 
fiduciary responsibility to leave a legacy, Ala Moana, that future generations will treasure. 

d.The grassy surface is a cool pervious surface, unlike the proposed concrete surfaces (DEIS, fig 2-8) 

As with most beach parks in Hawaii, Ala Moana can get hot and uncomfortable. Park users 
definitely want shade and a cooler environment. In fact, one of the prime reasons for residents to go 
to the beach is to ‘cool off’ in the water.  Replacing the grass with concrete will create a hotter 
surface and make the park experience less pleasant.   

On the hot days, the concrete at Ala Moana can get pretty hot, so much so that adults and children 
in barefeet can get burned.

e.Unlike the existing grassy strip which is a pervious surface, the proposed  
 concrete surfaces for the shared-use path (DEIS, 2.3.6, fig 2-7, 2-8 ) are impervious and will 
 lead to more storm water runoff. 

f. When families picnic on the grassy strip it provides a convenient, close and great vantage point for  
 parents to watch their kids swim or play, ensuring that they have a safe day at the beach.  
 Keep the grassy strip for the safety of the kids.  

 g. The benches and planters depicted in DEIS(figure 2-8, pg 2-24) will impeded access to the  
  beach, and make it especially difficult for persons parked on the makai parallel stalls to  
  unload their beach supplies and perhaps even open their car doors on the makai side of their  
  cars.  

The DEIS mentions that the tents that families pitch on the grassy strip impedes people on the 
mauka side from getting to the beach (pg 1-16, line 9).  This statement misrepresents the true 
situation in the park and is a “false-claim.”   On the vast majority of days the grassy strip isn't 
densely lined with tents, and there are times when there are no tents at all.  Clearly, the scoping 
that was done to evaluate the grassy strip was cursory, and frankly, seems to be biased against 
allowing tents on the grass strip.   

There are two days, such as the Fourth of July and the Lantern Festival when the park is full and 
lots of tents are pitched, but these are only 2 out of 365 days.  Much more obstructive are the 
proposed planters and benches (DEIS, fig 2-8), which will permanently block access to beach from 
the mauka side.  The tents are far, far less obstructive and more importantly they are part of the 
‘local character’ of Ala Moana that the revitalization project is supposed to preserve.   

4. A dog park near Kewalo Basin (DEUS p 2-6) will produce significant human safety and health  
 problems  

 a. Safety hazard 
The proposed location of a dog park at the Kamakee entrance will entice some dog owners to take 
their dogs to the beach and for walks on the makai path. It's very likely that this will increase the 
problem of dogs in the park and beach.  Posted signs say ‘no animals’ in the park, but because of 
poor enforcement of park rules, more and more dog owners have been bringing their dogs to the 
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park, some unleashed running on the sand, some swimming in the channel, and some even taking 
showers with other bathers. With so many dogs and kids in the park, there is a significant chance 
that someone will get seriously injured.    

 b. Environmental pollution from dog feces 

With dogs come dog feces and some irresponsible dog owners who won’t picked up after their dogs 
(DEIS pg 2-8).   At Ala Moana, some owners have been so irresponsible as to leave the feces in the 
sand where beachgoers lay or kids play.  Dog feces is not innocuous.  In 1991, the Environmental  
Protection Agency labeled it as a nonpoint source pollutant, placing in the same category as 
herbicides, insecticides, oil, grease, and toxic chemicals (National Management Measures to 
Control Nonpoint Source Pollution from Urban Areas, Management Measure 9, Pollution 
Prevention, November 2005, www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015-
09/documents/urban_ch09.pdf).

 c. Health risk from dog feces 

Dog feces poses serious health risk and is a source of a few zoonotic disease including 
Campylobacteriosis, tapeworm, hookworm, roundworm (www.cdc.gov/healthypets/pets/dogs.html).
Hookworms might be particularly relevant at the park and beach.  People become infected with 
hookworms while walking barefoot, kneeling, or sitting on ground contaminated with the stool of 
infected animals which is what people and kids commonly do at the park and beach.     

Given that not all dog owners will be responsible and pick up after their dogs in the proposed dog 
park, fecal matter will probably be in the storm water runoff.  Where this runoff travels to and 
eventually becomes distributed is not known so pathogens could get spread into wider areas than 
just within the dog park; possibly even into Kewalo Basin which is close by. 

From time to time monk seals have been seen in the reef waters just outside the swim channel.  
While it’s not known if monk seals are susceptible to pathogens present in dog feces, since it’s the 
country’s most endangered mammal the most prudent action is to avoid contamination of nearshore 
waters with dog feces so a dog park should not be located in any area where there’s a potential for 
contaminating nearshore waters. 

5. The Kamakee Street entrance should not be enhanced as proposed (DEIS, pg 2-6, sec 2.3.8) 

There’s no sound reason for the enhancement (DEIS 2.3.8, pg 2-27).  The conceptual drawing (fig 
2-10) is too grandiose with palm trees and portals.  The public knows where the park entrance is 
and the proposed portals will reduce the open views of that street corner which will interfere with 
driver’s views.

If work is to be done, scale back the design and reduce the cost for construction and maintenance. 
An updated park sign and perhaps a designed wall would be adequate.   

6. The High Spot area is not underutilized as described in the DEIS (2.3.13, pg 2-35, line 7)

This is another conclusion in DEIS that misrepresents what is occurring, and demonstrates that 
some studies for the DEIS were cursory and inadequate.  On most weekday afternoons and every 
weekend, the high spot area is busy with lots of families picnicking and kids playing.   
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One proposal in the DEIS is to develop the high spot area as a venue for events or programming 
(DEIS, pg 2-35, line 16).  Given how heavily used this area is, such organized events would reduce 
the opportunities of residents to use it and would displace them.  As such, the high spot area should 
not be developed for programming and events. 

7. Sand replenishment studies were too cursory and inadequate 

While replenishing the sand would be welcomed by beachgoers, the environmental studies 
to determine the effect of sand nourishment on the Ala Moana environment were too cursory 
(Appendix F, G).   For example, the water chemistry study was performed only on one day, April 30, 
2018, and did not account for seasonal variations and the effects of sometimes large shoreline 
wave actions, as a result of sea level rising, and that occur when energy from large waves breaking 
on the outside reef generates larger than normal waves breaking on the shoreline.  On those days, 
the turbidity of the nearshore waters is exceedingly high.   

With sea level rising, and since the sand on the beach is not part of a natural cycle of 
replenishment, the nourished beach will probably get eroded sooner than the predicted and 
unsubstantiated nourishment intervals reported in the DEIS (Appendix G, pg 59). It is fiscally 
irresponsible to proceed with a project that cost millions of dollars if the outcome lasts for only for a 
short time.

Furthermore, the environmental impacts of this accelerated erosion are not known. Would the 
erosion harm the Hawaiian seagrass that’s in the swim channel floor and which is a food source for 
the juvenile green sea turtles often seen in the swim channel.  The DEIS states, “Care should be 
taken however in the placement of new sand to ensure that it does not cover any existing seagrass 
beds” (Appendix F, pg 11).  Thus, covering the seagrass with sand could have negative 
environmental repercussions.  The report assumes that the effects of the erosion of a nourished 
beach are trivial but there is no data to substantiate this assumption.    

The survey of nearshore fish did not report the seasonal schools of juvenile fish including mullet, 
aholehole, and sardines that inhabit the rocky beach shoreline so clearly the study was cursory and 
inadequate.  It’s likely that the rocky shoreline is a sanctuary from predators so it functions as a kind 
of nursery.  The effects of burying the rocky shoreline harboring these kinds of juvenile fish and 
other organisms have not been addressed.  Furthermore, whether or not there are effects on 
nocturnal fish and biota, some seasonal, have also not been addressed. 

8. Playground 

I question the need for a playground.  Kids can go to a neighborhood park for a playground.  When 
they come to Ala Moana they picnic, swim, play in the fields; there’s no need for a playground.  It’s 
not the best use of the limited park space. 

9.Cost of revitalization project 

   The cost of the park project is projected to be $144 million, in 2016 dollars (DEIS, 2.6, pg 2-43).   
Rather than transform the park, the park project should be focused on fixing and maintaining the 
facilities and grounds. The City should scale down it’s expectations.  It’s fiscally irresponsible for the 
City to spend so much money at a time when the need is great in so many other areas such as rail, 
aging infrastructure, affordable housing, homelessness, sustainability and so on.  

10. The City has repeatedly said that the goal of the park project is to revitalize the park for the  
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 next ’50 years,’ but there is no evidence that the proposed master plan will meet the needs  
 and desires of future park users 

What evidence is there that, as it exists today, the park will not be useful and appreciated 50 years 
from now or that the proposed designs in the DEIS will be adequate and more importantly 
applauded.  The proposed actions undervalues the ‘local character’ and local cultural landscape of 
the park by not giving enough credence to the fact that the ‘local character’ of the park is defined by 
how people use the park.  Some proposed actions will change how people use the park and in so 
doing destroy it’s ‘local character’ and some longstanding local traditions.  

Lastly, I’m certain that you treasure Ala Moana, as do all residents of Honolulu.  But, please recognize 
that the park has an important role in the lives of local residents, not just as a place of recreation but as 
a cultural landscape with longstanding local traditions.  Don’t destroy these traditions. Please keep Ala 
Moana, “The People’s Park.” 

Sincerely,

___________________________________________
Rex Santos 

_________________________________________________
0309rex@gmail.com or rsantos@hightechlending.com 

cc: Robert Kroning Department of Design and Construction, City and County of Honolulu,        
      rkroning@honolulu.gov 
cc: Joanne Hiramatsu, Belt Collins Hawaii, LLC,  jhiramatsu@bchdesign.com 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Rianne Kawano <rmkawano@hawaii.edu>
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2018 11:32 AM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements Draft EIS published on July 8, 2018

Aloha, 
I am a resident of O'ahu and a user of Ala Moana Beach Park. I have read the 20 proposed actions in the Ala Moana 
Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements Draft EIS. I support the proposed actions that will maintain and improve 
the park while keeping the local character of our beloved park. However, I oppose the following proposed actions: 
Widening the shared-use path along the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive (Section 2.3.6); Reconfigure parking on the 
mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive to add more stalls (Section 2.3.5); Add a dog park near Kewalo Basin (Section 2.3.1). 
Our Honolulu is being built up at an extreme rate that is not only taking away the feeling “home” but diminishing more 
of the oppressed Hawaiian culture. Through and through, I believe these changes will create safety, environmental, 
socioeconomic, and cultural issues. 
 
Mahalo for allowing me to voice my thoughts and concerns, Rianne Kawano ( rmkawano@hawaii.edu ) 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Richard Criley <criley@hawaii.edu>
Sent: Monday, August 13, 2018 4:29 PM
To: Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Comments on: Ala Moana Regional Park Improvements
Attachments: Ala Moana Park Environmental Review.docx

Joanne: 
 
I went over a bunch of pages and offer the attached comments. I did a separate look at the Appendices but can't find my 
comments page.   I will forward it if I locate it somewhere on my computer.  
 
Richard Criley 

Ala Moana Park Environmental Review – Comments 

Table 2.4   The long term projections should include replacing the Ficus trees along the beach walkway 
as they are presently in a damaged state due to insects.   It will be difficult to find suitable native trees as 
replacements as most of those tolerant of coastal conditions have messy fruits (e.g. Milo, Hau, Kamani) 
and many of the introduced species tolerant of coastal conditions are likewise producers of hard seeded 
fruits that would not be good along the pedestrian walkways.   Palms are nice, but do not provide much 
shade, and some can be messy, as well.  While there is considerable public resistance to widening the 
walkway, I would be in favor if a decent area and depth of soil remains or can be installed for 
replacement trees.  

3.4     Any chance of extending wifi to the park? 

3.6.2  Line 30     Ideally, there should be some improvement of visual and aesthetic properties with  
landscape installation and repair of the rock wall along the beach and Magic Island Lagoon. 

3.8.1   Lines 26-27.   This statement should be expanded to reflect a break out of vehicular traffic as 
automobile & moped/motorcycle  and bicycle.   Also, pedestrian foot traffic can be classified as runner-
jogger, commuter, and walkers for exercise.  These classifications can provide a better idea about what 
is needed for automotive traffic flow and foot traffic.  Both of these seem to be “hot points” in the 
discussion about improvements.   For example, should a jogging track  (bark, rubber chips, or some 
other medium) be installed along the road so that runners do not have to encounter slow walkers.   
Should bicycles be restricted from competing with pedestrians on the walk since the speed of auto 
traffic is usually slow on the AMP roadway  and poses less threat to bicyclists.  

3.10.2  Line 10  Change excepted to expected. 

4.1.2     Lines  19-21   It is evident from the cuts made in the main part of the park for irrigation 
installations, as well as Magic Island, that below the top soil lies a coral base that provides a shallow 
bottom to the soil.   This restricts root growth for trees and shrubs that may be installed as part of new 
landscaping. 

4.1.4     Lines 13-14    While the project may have no negative impacts, there is potential for some 
positive impacts on the soil with the improved soil aeration where irrigation piping is installed.  What 
would be even more desirable would be to replace the upturned coral subsoil with something decent for 
supporting plants.  

4.2.2.1 Lines 31-32   The statement  is rather vague.   I would hope that improvements would include 
new plantings that might support birds and other wildlife around the ponds. 

              Lines 35-36   Note that the AMRP canal has entry points that are clogged with mangrove and 
that are accumulating debris.  This may relate also to statements in 3.4.3. 

              Also concerning the canal: sides have collapsed and restoration is needed.   Probably mentioned 
elsewhere in the document.  
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Table 4.3 pages 4-22 to 4-24 

Thoroughfare/Looped Drive:  Proposal to remove trees on both mauka and makai sides.   The Ficus 
microcarpa trees are infested with several gall-causing insects and scale which have weakened them.  
While these trees have shown good tolerance to first exposure seacoast conditions,  replacement trees 
should be specified.  Recent legislative actions that mandate use of native plants suggests that native 
trees will be sought.  At present, only the beach heliotrope seems to qualify, and it is a slow-growing 
species that doesn’t provide much shade.   There are other possibilities, but most of these shed fruits 
that are messy and potentially invasive (niu, milo, hau, kamani, kou).  See also Rauch and Weissich 
(2009) Small Trees for the Tropical Landscape Appendix C. Small trees for coastal gardens. In my 
opinion, better choices may be found among non-native trees.  At any rate, tree replacement should 
take place gradually as sizable alternative trees become available and irrigation is installed to support 
their establishment.  

Public objections have been raised concerning the widening of the walk along the beach wall.  My 
specific concern is that bicycles currently crowd pedestrians on this walkway even when there is little or 
no traffic in the parallel road.  I would like to see a plan that provides a separate bicycle path rather than 
one that melds bicycles and pedestrians.  

Hawaiian Lagoon:  the proposal to improve the edges and provide a viewing area sounds good tome, but 
the “devil is in the  details.” 

Landscaping and Vegetation:  A number of trees have been removed without replacement over the 
years when one compare  today’s vegetation with a 1950s era landscape map of AMRP.   Given the 
shallow soil over the underlying coral bed, it is difficult to establish new plantings, but the new irrigation 
systems should help.   Choose new specimens to add variety to the plants already existing.   Your 
Honolulu Botanical Gardens staff are a good resources for this.    New plants (trees mostly) can be 
incorporated into the Spatial Arrangement areas where some existing trees may be reaching their 
mature lifespans. 

Keyhole Parking lot:  Although trees will be removed to expand this area, there should be some thought 
to installing some trees for shade. 

Banyan Courtyard:  The historic arrangement of the courtyard will not be the same without the banyans 
that are planned for removal.   Replacements should be specified that will fulfill the same function.  
After all, it took many decades for these trees to reach their size and fill their planter boxes, so new 
trees can be expected to be around for another several decades before possibly needing replacement.   
Proper care and pruning can extend the life of replacement trees.   I would like to see specifics for the 
replacements as  contractors have a way of substituting whatever they can get hold of when a specified 
plant is not available.  

I see no mention of repair of the wall at the Magic Island Lagoon or of improved irrigation to maintain 
trees out towards the Makai side of Magic Island.  

Table 4.4   The Ficus benghalensis at the end of Magic island should carry the note that it was 
propagated from a tree removed from the park at the State DoA bounded by Keeaumoku, King and 
Young Streets.  Many of the F. benghalensis trace ancestry back to the original importation of the 
species and are listed as Exceptional Trees.  

4.5.5   Does not specifically mention the corals and sea fauna in the Magic Island Lagoon.  

4.5.6.1  lines 27-28  Mention replacing banyans with banyans that are better adapted to constrained 
sites near buildings.  It would be helpful to know specifics as to whether these replacement banyans 
are really suitable.   Some banyans produces copious amounts of fruit that would fall into the ponds and 
onto walkways.   A maintenance plan for these trees needs to be specified, even if details are not.  

Page 4-30 lines 1-2 mention using native plants or non-invasive plants.   While certain native plants are 
suitable for coastal sites, they are over-used in landscapes (e.g. Vitex rotundiflia, which is also a very 
aggressive plant that is known to be invasive elsewhere).  Thus, increasing the species biodiversity with 
non-invasive, but non-native, plants would be a positive step, especially for the many persons who walk 
the park.    There are few native tree species adapted to coastal conditions that are not also messy with 
their fallen fruits that are meant to be dispersed by water. 

Page 4-31, lines 32-33.   Perhaps some of these shoreline corals could be protected and made into 
snorkeling areas for residents, tourists, much like Hanauma Bay.  

Page 4-33 lines  25-27. (see also page 4-46, lines 1-2)   A local fisherman told me that fine sand from the 
beach has been carried onto the reef, smothering reef life.   Has the EIS inspected this claim? 

Page 4-47, lines 13-15.  Recognition of the need to replenish sand periodically is certainly wise, but is 
there a point in time when we just have to yield to rising sea levels? 

Page 7-3, lines 13-14   Awkward sentence structure here.   I think the statement intends  that the new 
bridge structures will replace the existing narrow bridges. 

Page 7-3, lines 17-26  This section discusses the canal, but fails to comment upon the drainage into the 
canal from Ala Moana Blvd and clogging of some these access points by mangroves. 

Page 9-6, lines 35-37.   Costs will always increase, so don’t allow a situation such as has enveloped the 
HART rail system to develop wherein the critics say “You said it would only cost so much and now it is 
way over budget.”  Try to stay on top of costs and control them.  Every subcontractor has to submit clear 
and reasonable billings and not hide extra charges.  Contractors have to justify every additional cost 
above their preliminary estimates.  Hawaii has a way of letting contractors  get away with excessive 
billing. 
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August 21, 2018 

Mayor Kirk Caldwell,  
530 South King St., 3rd Floor,  
Honolulu, HI 96813 

Re: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements – Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS) 

Mayor Caldwell, 

Thank you for your efforts to improve Honolulu's parks, including our beloved Ala Moana Park and 
Magic Island.  While some of the proposed actions in the DEIS are welcome, there are a few that 
concerns me because they will make the park less safe and destroy the local character and culture of 
Ala Moana.

1. Reconfiguring parking on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive to add more stalls,  
 perpendicular stalls (DEIS pg 2-6, 2-17). 

 a.Perpendicular parking stalls are unsafe 

Perpendicular stalls were proposed in the Environmental Impact Statement Preparation Notice 
(EISPN pg 11), published in December 2017, and were vehemently opposed by the public because 
they would create serious safety issues.  So, why are they still included in the DEIS (178 stalls, 
DEIS pg 2-18)?  Ala Moana Park Drive is not a parking lot.  It's a thoroughfare, with consistent and 
sometimes heavy traffic so backing out into traffic from perpendicular stalls creates a dangerous 
situation for motorists, bicyclists, and pedestrians. Furthermore, Ala Moana Park Drive has two-way 
traffic and is poorly lit after sunset so the danger is even more.  

Although one design goal of the park revitalization is to create more parking, hence the 
development of perpendicular stalls, this should not be implemented if public safety is 
compromised.  Public safety should be first and foremost, and it’s one of the top policies of 
Complete Streets, City Ordinance 12-15, which was adopted in 2012.  Creating perpendicular 
parking stalls along Ala Moana Park Drive clearly is not in alignment with the Complete Streets 
policy.

 b. Perpendicular stalls will impede traffic flow 

Cars backing out of perpendicular stalls on Ala Moana Park Drive will seriously impede traffic flow.  
Traffic will come to a stop as it waits for cars trying to exit the stalls and the situation is even more 
unsafe because Ala Moana Park Drive is a two way thoroughfare so cars could exit the parking 
stalls trying to go in either direction.   

 c. Planned perpendicular stalls will increase storm water runoff 

The grass surfaces that currently exist in the proposed areas for the perpendicular stalls are 
pervious and enable storm water to penetrate the ground, which reduces runoff and also provides 
fresh water to irrigate the trees and vegetation.  Replacing this pervious surface with asphalt and 
concrete will lead to more storm water runoff, and without a drainage system in Ala Moana Park, 
the additional runoff could contaminate the environment, including the nearshore waters. Also, 
given that “there are no specific storm water quality projects included in the master plan” (DEIS, pg 
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3-31), it’s clear that the impacts of the additional runoff have been trivialized.  No studies on the 
potential effects of the additional runoff created by the perpendicular stalls have been completed. 
What kinds of nonpoint source pollutants are present in the storm runoff and what are their potential 
effects on the people, environment, and biota? 

2. Increasing the number of parking stalls in the park will increase park usage and could 
 impact park resources and the nearshore environment 

a. Increased park usage will stress the park resources, the park environment, and possibly the 
nearshore environment.  

The proposed park plan will create 234 additional parking stalls (pg 2-18).  The Parking Occupancy 
Study (DEIS appendix C) which is discussed in DEIS Section 3.9 found that on weekdays, 53 more 
spaces would be adequate while on the weekend 113 more spaces would be needed.  Hence, the 
proposed increase of 234 more stalls exceeds the need by over 100%.  This increase might be 
excessive, such that park usage will exceed a sustainable carrying capacity. 

As an alternative to increasing the parking stalls by 234, how about expanding the Keyhole parking 
lot, which will add 103 parking stalls (DEIS, pg 2-18) and eliminate the loading/unloading stalls on 
both sides of the crosswalks which will add 10 stalls.  Doing so will increase the parking stalls to 
113 which is the amount recommended from the parking study.  Then, if after a trial period, 
additional parking stall are deemed necessary they can be built.  

While no studies on the carrying capacity have been completed, it’s clear that with more people 
using the park there will be increased burdens on Emergency Services and Ocean Safety.  The 
effects on other resources, the park environment, and nearshore environment are not known 
because an assessment has not been completed. 

b.The installation of more asphalt and concrete will result in Heat Island Effects and which will  
  increase the temperature of the park and beach areas 

With it’s low albedo, asphalt and to a lesser extent concrete, will absorb light and radiate a lot of 
heat and heat-up the park environment, making it hotter and less comfortable.   

 c. Loading and unloading zones (DEIS pg 2-18, line 5) will not work 

Loading/unloading zones will be impossible to enforce and will place additional burdens on the Park 
Rangers and others involved in enforcing park rules.  Secondly, after unloading their supplies, 
beach users will still have to find parking, which could be far from the unloading zone. This is 
inconvenient and a complete waste of time.  Given the parking situation in Ala Moana, employing 
loading/unloading zones is illogical and impractical.  

 d. Expansion of parking lot on Magic Island (DEIS 2.3.5, pg 2-17, 2-18) 

The expansion of the parking lot on Magic Island by 38 stalls (DEIS, pg 2-18) will remove invaluable 
green spaces that park users value for picnics and other activities and also replaces the pervious 
grass with impervious asphalt which might create storm water runoff issues. 

3

3. Widening the shared-use-path along the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive (DEIS pg 2-6)  

a. The current Makai path (sidewalk) should not be a shared-use path 

Pedestrians and wheeled vehicles on the same path is dangerous and creates  
  tension between pedestrians and wheeled vehicles, such as bicyclists. 

Wheeled vehicles on a path which includes lots of people inattentively walking shoulder to shoulder 
and with kids playing should not be allowed.  The makai path should be used for pedestrians only, 
just as in Waikiki and business districts where there are lots of pedestrians.  It’s been proposed to 
paint lines on the path to separate the pedestrians and wheeled vehicles, but it will be impossible to 
have pedestrians and wheeled vehicles ‘stay in their own lanes.’   

b. Widening of the shared-use path has been previously rejected 

Widening of the promenade was proposed in the Environmental Impact Statement Preparation 
Notice (EISPN pg 11) but was vehemently opposed by the public at the McCoy Pavilion meetings 
and this opposition was supported by the City Council with adoption of Bill 16, CD2, Project 
#1998107 in early 2018.  So, why is widening of the promenade, now referred to as a 'shared-use 
path' in the DEIS still being proposed? The claim in the DEIS,  “During the scoping meetings, the 
public asked for a wider and shaded pathway” (DEIS, pg 2-21, line 33) is a ‘false’ claim and 
contradicts what “The People” have demanded since 2015.  People want to keep the Park’s local 
character (DEIS, pg 1-5, line 39) and have no “desire to upscale the Park with modern design and 
added structures (DEIS, pg 1-6, line 1).  Because the DEIS claim that people want a wider pathway 
and the proposed designs of the widened shared-use path (DEIS, fig 2-8, pg 2-24) will destroy the 
‘local character’ of the park, the proposed widening plans should not be implemented.    

c. Removal of the grass strip on the shared-use path will negatively impact the local character of the 
 park and the longstanding local park culture  

The conceptual figures in the DEIS (fig 2-8) show widening of the existing makai path (sidewalk) 
and removal of the grassy strip that runs along it.  As stated in the DEIS, the "goal for the 
revitalization is to maintain and improve the grounds and facilities while remaining true to it's local 
character as 'The People's Park.'" (DEIS, pg 1-6, 2-45).  The grassy strip is one of the most 
important features of Ala Moana that defines it's local character. That local character is defined by 
the physical features of the park but more importantly by how residents use the park.  For 
generations, local families have used and enjoyed the grassy strip which is more than just a strip of 
grass; it’s a cultural landscape.  Removing the grassy strip will destroy both the ‘local character’ and 
a longstanding local tradition of the park. Keep the grassy strip.  No other park in the world has this 
feature.  It’s unique and should be preserved and treasured, not destroyed for something that every 
other city has built.   

One important premise for the development of Ala Moana was to create a park to enrich the lives of 
people and to build a sense of community. 1 Today, groups of people, related and not, gather on the 
grassy strip to picnic and socialize, demonstrating just how important the grass strip is for building a 
sense of community.  

If we save and maintain the ‘local character’ of the park, decades from now future park users will 
applaud us.  Imagine what Ala Moana would be like today, if our forebearers allowed the 
development of Magic Island into the resorts proposed in the 50s, 60s and 70s. Without their 
wisdom to oppose overdevelopment, the beautiful space that everyone enjoys and treasures today  

1Weyeneth, Robert 1987. Ala Moana:  The People’s Park. Prepared for: Department of Parks and Recreation. 
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would not exist. We are the benefactors of their foresight and wisdom, so like them, it is our 
fiduciary responsibility to leave a legacy, Ala Moana, that future generations will treasure. 

d.The grassy surface is a cool pervious surface, unlike the proposed concrete surfaces (DEIS, fig 2-8) 

As with most beach parks in Hawaii, Ala Moana can get hot and uncomfortable. Park users 
definitely want shade and a cooler environment. In fact, one of the prime reasons for residents to go 
to the beach is to ‘cool off’ in the water.  Replacing the grass with concrete will create a hotter 
surface and make the park experience less pleasant.   

On the hot days, the concrete at Ala Moana can get pretty hot, so much so that adults and children 
in barefeet can get burned.

e.Unlike the existing grassy strip which is a pervious surface, the proposed  
 concrete surfaces for the shared-use path (DEIS, 2.3.6, fig 2-7, 2-8 ) are impervious and will 
 lead to more storm water runoff. 

f. When families picnic on the grassy strip it provides a convenient, close and great vantage point for  
 parents to watch their kids swim or play, ensuring that they have a safe day at the beach.  
 Keep the grassy strip for the safety of the kids.  

 g. The benches and planters depicted in DEIS(figure 2-8, pg 2-24) will impeded access to the  
  beach, and make it especially difficult for persons parked on the makai parallel stalls to  
  unload their beach supplies and perhaps even open their car doors on the makai side of their  
  cars.  

The DEIS mentions that the tents that families pitch on the grassy strip impedes people on the 
mauka side from getting to the beach (pg 1-16, line 9).  This statement misrepresents the true 
situation in the park and is a “false-claim.”   On the vast majority of days the grassy strip isn't 
densely lined with tents, and there are times when there are no tents at all.  Clearly, the scoping 
that was done to evaluate the grassy strip was cursory, and frankly, seems to be biased against 
allowing tents on the grass strip.   

There are two days, such as the Fourth of July and the Lantern Festival when the park is full and 
lots of tents are pitched, but these are only 2 out of 365 days.  Much more obstructive are the 
proposed planters and benches (DEIS, fig 2-8), which will permanently block access to beach from 
the mauka side.  The tents are far, far less obstructive and more importantly they are part of the 
‘local character’ of Ala Moana that the revitalization project is supposed to preserve.   

4. A dog park near Kewalo Basin (DEUS p 2-6) will produce significant human safety and health  
 problems  

 a. Safety hazard 
The proposed location of a dog park at the Kamakee entrance will entice some dog owners to take 
their dogs to the beach and for walks on the makai path. It's very likely that this will increase the 
problem of dogs in the park and beach.  Posted signs say ‘no animals’ in the park, but because of 
poor enforcement of park rules, more and more dog owners have been bringing their dogs to the 
park, some unleashed running on the sand, some swimming in the channel, and some even taking 
showers with other bathers. With so many dogs and kids in the park, there is a significant chance 
that someone will get seriously injured.    
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 b. Environmental pollution from dog feces 

With dogs come dog feces and some irresponsible dog owners who won’t picked up after their dogs 
(DEIS pg 2-8).   At Ala Moana, some owners have been so irresponsible as to leave the feces in the 
sand where beachgoers lay or kids play.  Dog feces is not innocuous.  In 1991, the Environmental  
Protection Agency labeled it as a nonpoint source pollutant, placing in the same category as 
herbicides, insecticides, oil, grease, and toxic chemicals (National Management Measures to 
Control Nonpoint Source Pollution from Urban Areas, Management Measure 9, Pollution 
Prevention, November 2005, www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015-
09/documents/urban_ch09.pdf).

 c. Health risk from dog feces 

Dog feces poses serious health risk and is a source of a few zoonotic disease including 
Campylobacteriosis, tapeworm, hookworm, roundworm (www.cdc.gov/healthypets/pets/dogs.html).
Hookworms might be particularly relevant at the park and beach.  People become infected with 
hookworms while walking barefoot, kneeling, or sitting on ground contaminated with the stool of 
infected animals which is what people and kids commonly do at the park and beach.     

Given that not all dog owners will be responsible and pick up after their dogs in the proposed dog 
park, fecal matter will probably be in the storm water runoff.  Where this runoff travels to and 
eventually becomes distributed is not known so pathogens could get spread into wider areas than 
just within the dog park; possibly even into Kewalo Basin which is close by. 

From time to time monk seals have been seen in the reef waters just outside the swim channel.  
While it’s not known if monk seals are susceptible to pathogens present in dog feces, since it’s the 
country’s most endangered mammal the most prudent action is to avoid contamination of nearshore 
waters with dog feces so a dog park should not be located in any area where there’s a potential for 
contaminating nearshore waters. 

5. The Kamakee Street entrance should not be enhanced as proposed (DEIS, pg 2-6, sec 2.3.8) 

There’s no sound reason for the enhancement (DEIS 2.3.8, pg 2-27).  The conceptual drawing (fig 
2-10) is too grandiose with palm trees and portals.  The public knows where the park entrance is 
and the proposed portals will reduce the open views of that street corner which will interfere with 
driver’s views.

If work is to be done, scale back the design and reduce the cost for construction and maintenance. 
An updated park sign and perhaps a designed wall would be adequate.   

6. The High Spot area is not underutilized as described in the DEIS (2.3.13, pg 2-35, line 7)

This is another conclusion in DEIS that misrepresents what is occurring, and demonstrates that 
some studies for the DEIS were cursory and inadequate.  On most weekday afternoons and every 
weekend, the high spot area is busy with lots of families picnicking and kids playing.   

One proposal in the DEIS is to develop the high spot area as a venue for events or programming 
(DEIS, pg 2-35, line 16).  Given how heavily used this area is, such organized events would reduce 
the opportunities of residents to use it and would displace them.  As such, the high spot area should 
not be developed for programming and events. 
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7. Sand replenishment studies were too cursory and inadequate 

While replenishing the sand would be welcomed by beachgoers, the environmental studies 
to determine the effect of sand nourishment on the Ala Moana environment were too cursory 
(Appendix F, G).   For example, the water chemistry study was performed only on one day, April 30, 
2018, and did not account for seasonal variations and the effects of sometimes large shoreline 
wave actions, as a result of sea level rising, and that occur when energy from large waves breaking 
on the outside reef generates larger than normal waves breaking on the shoreline.  On those days, 
the turbidity of the nearshore waters is exceedingly high.   

With sea level rising, and since the sand on the beach is not part of a natural cycle of 
replenishment, the nourished beach will probably get eroded sooner than the predicted and 
unsubstantiated nourishment intervals reported in the DEIS (Appendix G, pg 59). It is fiscally 
irresponsible to proceed with a project that cost millions of dollars if the outcome lasts for only for a 
short time.

Furthermore, the environmental impacts of this accelerated erosion are not known. Would the 
erosion harm the Hawaiian seagrass that’s in the swim channel floor and which is a food source for 
the juvenile green sea turtles often seen in the swim channel.  The DEIS states, “Care should be 
taken however in the placement of new sand to ensure that it does not cover any existing seagrass 
beds” (Appendix F, pg 11).  Thus, covering the seagrass with sand could have negative 
environmental repercussions.  The report assumes that the effects of the erosion of a nourished 
beach are trivial but there is no data to substantiate this assumption.    

The survey of nearshore fish did not report the seasonal schools of juvenile fish including mullet, 
aholehole, and sardines that inhabit the rocky beach shoreline so clearly the study was cursory and 
inadequate.  It’s likely that the rocky shoreline is a sanctuary from predators so it functions as a kind 
of nursery.  The effects of burying the rocky shoreline harboring these kinds of juvenile fish and 
other organisms have not been addressed.  Furthermore, whether or not there are effects on 
nocturnal fish and biota, some seasonal, have also not been addressed. 

8. Playground 

I question the need for a playground.  Kids can go to a neighborhood park for a playground.  When 
they come to Ala Moana they picnic, swim, play in the fields; there’s no need for a playground.  It’s 
not the best use of the limited park space. 

9.Cost of revitalization project 

   The cost of the park project is projected to be $144 million, in 2016 dollars (DEIS, 2.6, pg 2-43).   
Rather than transform the park, the park project should be focused on fixing and maintaining the 
facilities and grounds. The City should scale down it’s expectations.  It’s fiscally irresponsible for the 
City to spend so much money at a time when the need is great in so many other areas such as rail, 
aging infrastructure, affordable housing, homelessness, sustainability and so on.  

10. The City has repeatedly said that the goal of the park project is to revitalize the park for the  
 next ’50 years,’ but there is no evidence that the proposed master plan will meet the needs  
 and desires of future park users 

What evidence is there that, as it exists today, the park will not be useful and appreciated 50 years 
from now or that the proposed designs in the DEIS will be adequate and more importantly 
applauded.  The proposed actions undervalues the ‘local character’ and local cultural landscape of 
the park by not giving enough credence to the fact that the ‘local character’ of the park is defined by 
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how people use the park.  Some proposed actions will change how people use the park and in so 
doing destroy it’s ‘local character’ and some longstanding local traditions.  

Lastly, I’m certain that you treasure Ala Moana, as do all residents of Honolulu.  But, please recognize 
that the park has an important role in the lives of local residents, not just as a place of recreation but as 
a cultural landscape with longstanding local traditions.  Don’t destroy these traditions. Please keep Ala 
Moana, “The People’s Park.” 

Sincerely,

Richard Santos 

rlsantoswsc@gmail.com

cc: Robert Kroning Department of Design and Construction, City and County of Honolulu,        
      rkroning@honolulu.gov 
cc: Joanne Hiramatsu, Belt Collins Hawaii, LLC,  jhiramatsu@bchdesign.com 
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Rebecca Choi

To: Morisato, Elaine H.
Subject: RE: DEIS_R. Kaneshiro_rick.kaneshiro@gmail.com

 
 
From: Rick Kaneshiro [mailto:rick.kaneshiro@gmail.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2018 9:28 PM 
To: Caldwell, Kirk <kcaldwell@honolulu.gov> 
Cc: Rick Kaneshiro <rick.kaneshiro@gmail.com>; Kroning, Robert J <rkroning@honolulu.gov> 
Subject: Question for DEIS on Master plan at Alamoana regional park 

Dear Mayor Caldwell, 

First of all wanted to say mahalo nui for doing all you do as our Mayor.  I like the progress and improvments 
your made in  Honolulu forward and all of Oahu.   
Like many this Ala Moana beach park has been our sandbox for generations.  I'm 52 and can mark the years by 
events in my life at this park.  Mahalo nui for the improvements you and your staff are doing.  But I have a 
question for the DEIS regarding the master plan at Ala Moana Regional Park.  There are two proposed changes 
that I would like to discuss. 

1. The removal of the green belt and expansion of the walk way on beach side. 
2. change in the current parallel parking on the ewa side of the park. 

Many of the other propose changes are great and will enhance and encourage use of the park.  But 
restricting people from camping out for the day with the ohana, laughing and sharing the park with everyone.  I 
surf at Ala Moana Beach park 4 to 5 times a week.  I watch poor and rich enjoying the park.  These are also the 
people of Hawaii.  These changes will change the fabric of the heart of this park.  I know you all have the best 
of intentions, but please I ask that you would reconsider these changes.  There are few thing left to the working 
class, this park is precious jewel of Oahu.  We must upgrade and modernize to accomadate the change in our 
society, but not at the exspense how the park is loved and used.  Just because we can doesn't mean we should.   

So my question is, many citizens of Honolulu have shared their hearts not to do these changes.  You also have 
seen the faces of our the children laughing playing in a safe and happy place.  So if you have to move forward, 
who are you making these changes for? 

Mahalo for your time  

--

Have a great Day! 

Rick Kaneshiro 
808.421.8605
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Ricky Quan <rquan54321@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2018 8:26 AM
To: rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu; kcaldwell@honolulu.gov
Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Statement, Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements, 

issued by Belt Collins on July 8, 2018

 
Aloha,  
 
I am not a resident of Hawai'i but I have many family members who live on O'ahu and have such a strong connection to 
Ala Moana Beach Park. I have read the 20 proposed actions in the Ala Moana Regional Park Draft EIS. I support the 
proposed actions that will maintain and improve the park while keeping the local character. I oppose the following 
proposed actions as it comes with social, environmental, and cultural issues: Widening the shared-use path along the 
makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive (Section 2.3.6); Reconfigure parking on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive to 
add more stalls (Section 2.3.5); Add a dog park near Kewalo Basin (Section 2.3.1).  
 
Thank you for allowing me to voice my thoughts and concerns,  
 
Ricky Quan 
(rquan54321@gmail.com) 

Appendix A - Comments and Responses - Individual Stakeholders and Park Users 
540



1

Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Riki Nakamoto <rikinakamoto@juno.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2018 3:20 AM
To: Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Ala Moana Beach Park

Riki Nakamoto 
98-1668 Kiawe St 
Aiea, Hawaii 
 
Dear Joanne Hiramatsu: 
 
My comments on the proposed changes to Ala Moana Beach Park are: 
 
1) Dog park: Opposed. The park is getting busier as the population increases. Taking away part of the park for a dog park 
shouldn’t be done. 
 
2) Fancifying the Kamakee Street entrance: Opposed. This fancification will take up some space but do nothing to make 
the park more enjoyable to the public. Waste of money and space.  
 
3) Widening the shared-use path: Opposed. Widening the paved part of the shared-use path would have advantages, 
but would come at the cost of paving over part of the grassy area of the park.  
 
Sincerely, 
Riki Nakamoto 
____________________________________________________________ 
Silicon Valley 'Genius Pill' - Now Available Nationwide The Brain Insider 
http://thirdpartyoffers.juno.com/TGL3141/5b7c119a88e45119a611fst02vuc 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Robert Tanimura <bob.tanimura@hawaiiantel.net>
Sent: Wednesday, August 22, 2018 5:17 PM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Cc: cafukunaga@honolulu.gov; akobayashi@honolulu.gov; tozawa@honolulu.gov
Subject: Response to the Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements Draft Environmental 

Impact Statement Issued on July 8, 2018

Dear Mayor Caldwell, Mr. Kroning and Ms. Hiramatsu, 

We are writing to response to the July 8, 2018 Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).  As long time and frequent users of Ala Moana Regional Park and 
Magic Island (“the Park” or “Ala Moana Park”), we feel we can support our opinions with many decades of 
experience.  Our comments are as follows: 

I.  TENTS AND PICNICS ALONG THE MAKAI SHARED-USE PATH SHOULD BE ALLOWED TO 
CONTINUE 

Ala Moana Park is an important oasis to local families that are often under physical and financial stress.  At the 
Park, families can gather and enjoy the beauty of Hawaii for the entire day for free.  For this reason, we should 
try to preserve and enhance all picnic areas at the Park including the grassy area along the makai shared-use 
path.

Subsection 2.3.6 on the Makai Shared-Use Path is unclear but based an examination of  Figure 2-8, it appears 
that the grassy strip where families currently picnic under tents will be eliminated and replaced with pavers and 
other landscaping.  This design would detrimentally affect the many local families who currently utilize this 
prime area for picnics because pavers will make it difficult to set up tents.  The arguments cited by Ms. Joanne 
E. Hiramatsu in her numerous letters in response to comments on the Environmental Impact Statement 
Preparation Notice (EIPN) (see Appendix A, Individual Stakeholders and Park Users, pp. 3, 13, 19, 23, 25, 31, 
33, 36, 37, 45, 48, 52, 56, 75, 77, 81, 83, 88, 90, 93, 98, 101, 103, and 104) seem to suggest that tents and picnic 
equipment along the path are a problem.  First, she argues that other beachgoers and other recreational users 
currently find it hard to pass through these areas.  In our experience, we have never had any problems passing 
through this area.  Second, Ms. Hiramatsu argues that current use results in damage to the grass and irrigation 
lines by tent stakes and picnicking equipment.  This problem can be easily addressed by ensuring that the 
irrigation lines are sunk in low enough into the ground and that picnickers are informed to only use stakes of a 
certain maximum length.  In addition, damage to the grass due to picnicking equipment should be a routine 
maintenance issue.  Ms. Hiramatsu appears to be arguing that picnics in this area are a problem because they are 
too popular with the people.  This is flawed logic because the onus should be on the City to find a solution to 
the popularity of the picnic area, instead of making it more difficult.  Finally, Ms. Hiramatsu cites harm to trees 
that are being damaged by park users disposing of charcoal at their bases.  Once again, this problem is easily 
addressed by creating more fire charcoal disposal pits.  No where in the draft EIS is this common sense 
improvement even mentioned, even though many users mentioned the need for more pits in the Park in response 
to the EISPN.   
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Perhaps the real reason for discouraging tents and picnics along this area is not any of those proffered by Ms. 
Hiramatsu, which are easily addressed in much less draconian fashion, but is simply that tents are rather messy 
looking and an eyesore to certain people.  But the beauty of Ala Moana Park is that all people have an equal 
right to partake in a little slice of paradise at the Park, regardless of income or social class.  Yes, the tents are 
rather messy looking and the path would arguably look more aesthetically pleasing without them but the 
important thing is what is contained beneath them – many happy local taxpaying families and friends enjoying a 
day at the beach.  It is, after all, the People’s Park.  Therefore, any plan that is adopted must preserve the 
important picnic area along the makai shared-use path. 

II. RECONFIGURATION OF MAGIC ISLAND PARKING LOT AND THE MAGIC ISLAND SHARED-
USE PATH MUST NOT IMPACT PICNIC AREAS 

Subsection 2.3.5 proposes to reconfigure the Magic Island parking lot length-wise, which will result in a slight 
increase in the number of parking spaces available.  More parking at Magic Island is welcomed but only if the 
reconfiguration does not impact the picnic areas on Magic Island.

Similarly, the proposed plan to widen and landscape the Magic Island shared-use path discussed in subsection 
2.3.10 should not adversely impact areas available for families to set up tents and have picnics. As discussed 
above, picnicking is an important activity to local families and every effort should be made to preserve and 
enhance picnic areas throughout the Park. 

III.  A DOG PARK IS NOT COMPATIBLE WITH THE PRIMARY MISSION OF ALA MOANA PARK 

The proposal in subsection 2.3.1 for a dog park near Kewalo Basin, while well-intentioned and laudable, is 
fundamentally flawed and should be rejected.  The draft EIS cites the fact that dog owners now walk their dogs 
though the Park but do not clean up after them as a reason for building a separate dog park (p. 2-8).  However, 
this line of reasoning faulty because there should not be any dogs in the Park to begin with.  The presence of a 
dog park will only attract more dogs, not only to the dog park itself but to the Park in general.  If you think 
about it, the prohibition of dogs in the Park makes the idea of a dog park unworkable.  How are dog owners 
supposed to get to the dog park without technically breaking the rule of no dogs in the Park?  So do we have to 
just tolerate more dogs in the Park because the owners might be heading to the dog park?  Would we ever be 
able to enforce the prohibition on dogs in the Park?  Moreover, the presence of a dog park and zero enforcement 
of the ban on dogs at the Park, would give dog owners the false impression that dogs are welcomed at the 
Park.  We can easily envision owners letting their dogs have a nice dip in the water after visiting the dog park 
on the way back to their car.  And why not?  It’s adjacent to the dog park and besides, who’s going to stop 
them?  The answer based on our experience is absolutely no one.  We believe this situation could get out of 
hand and must be avoided because dogs are prohibited from the Park for legitimate public health 
reasons.  Establishing a dog park would send the wrong signals to dog owners. 

We must remember that one of the primary purposes of the Ala Moana Park is to provide people a clean, safe, 
enjoyable and convenient environment for swimming, exercising, and picnicking.  By encouraging the presence 
of more animals that are appropriately and legitimately prohibited at the Park, you put that mission in 
jeopardy.  Indeed, instead of encouraging more of the blatantly illegal activity, namely, the bringing of dogs to 
the Park, there should be a more concerted effort to enforce the dog prohibition.  We love dogs and we are not 
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against dog parks in general but we do not believe a dog park is compatible with the primary mission of Ala 
Moana Park.  

IV.  PERPENDICULAR PARKING ON THE MAUKA SIDE OF ALA MOANA PARK DRIVE IS A 
SAFETY HAZARD 

Subsection 2.3.5 proposes that the mauka stalls along Ala Moana Park Drive be reconfigured to perpendicular 
stalls but will also include parallel stalls where appropriate.  Many people have already voiced opposition to the 
idea of perpendicular mauka stalls in their comments to the Environmental Impact Statement Preparation Notice 
(EIPN) (see, Appendix A, Individual Stakeholders and Park Users, pp. 1, 2, 22, and 95) .  We echo them 
here.  Perpendicular stalls may be appropriate for parking lots, but not busy city streets.  They are dangerous to 
get out of and will impede traffic.  Traffic is already backed up  everyday just after sunset and it will be 
especially difficult for cars to back out of spaces during these times.  Moreover, perpendicular parking will 
create potential conflict over who has the right to a particular space. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Sincerely,

Cheryl Ann Goya and Robert Tanimura 

cc:   Councilwoman Carol Fukunaga 
Councilwoman Ann Kobayashi 
Councilman Trevor Ozawa 
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Rebecca Choi

From: bob.tanimura@hawaiiantel.net
Sent: Sunday, March 24, 2019 8:29 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS; Ala Moana EIS; Ala Moana EIS
Cc: Councilwoman Carol Fukunaga; Councilwoman Ann Kobayashi; Councilman Michael Formby
Subject: RE:  ALA MOANA REGIONAL PARK AND MAGIC ISLAND IMPROVEMENTS SECOND DRAFT 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

March 24, 2019

TO:  Mayor Kirk Caldwell<alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com>; Robert Kroning<alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com> ; Joanne 
Hiramatsu<alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com>  
                                                                                                                                   

FROM:  Cheryl Ann Goya and Robert Tanimura 
               bob.tanimura@hawaiiantel.net 
               
RE:  ALA MOANA REGIONAL PARK AND MAGIC ISLAND IMPROVEMENTS SECOND DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
STATEMENT 

 

Dear Mayor Caldwell, Mr. Kroning and Ms. Hiramatsu, 

We are writing to respond to the February 2019 Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements Second Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS).  As long time and frequent users of Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island 
(“the Park” or “Ala Moana Park”), we feel we can support our opinions with many decades of experience.  Our 
comments are as follows: 

I.  MANY ASPECTS OF THE PLAN ARE NOT CONSISTENT WITH THE PURPOSE OF ALA MOANA PARK 

To us, the purpose of Ala Moana Park is to provide a place where local people from all walks of life can come to enjoy a 
little slice of paradise.  It is a place where even if we don’t have a lot of money, we can still experience the beauty of 
Hawaii.  In Honolulu, people are often stressed both physically and financially and Ala Moana Park is an oasis where 
people can swim, exercise, picnic and socialize with friends and family for free.  Importantly, it is a place that is primarily 
for locals and should not cater to tourists or rich part-time residents.  

When you come down to it, Ala Moana Park in its present state is fulfilling its mission and it is for this reason that most 
of the people we know believe it should be largely left alone.  We do not want changes that will upset the basic way that 
local people use the Park.  For instance, if widening the makai multi-use path means lost parking and picnicking space, 
then we don’t want it.   

For the most part, we just want better park maintenance -- clean, safe, and well-maintained showers, restrooms, picnic 
areas, foot paths, and parking lots; a safe beach at which to swim; smooth, clean sand for the keiki to play in and for 
people to walk and jog on.  We do not want more infrastructure and “upgrades” that we cannot afford, and which will 
fall under disrepair over time.  All we want is for what is already there to be better maintained.  Ala Moana Park already 
offers a world-class venue that is fulfilling its purpose – it does not need any radical “upgrading.”   

II.  DO NOT WIDEN EXISTING MAKAI SHARED-USE PATH AND PRESERVE AREA ALONG IT FOR PICNICKERS     
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Ala Moana Park is an important oasis to local families that are often under physical and financial stress.  At the Park, 
families can gather and enjoy the beauty of Hawaii for the entire day for free.  For this reason, we should try to preserve 
and enhance all picnic areas at the Park including the grassy area along the makai shared-use path.   

Subsection 2.3.6 on the Makai Shared-Use Path is unclear but based an examination of Figure 2-8, it appears that the 
grassy strip where families currently picnic under tents will be eliminated and replaced with pavers and other 
landscaping.  This design would detrimentally affect the many local families who currently utilize this prime area for 
picnics because pavers will make it difficult to set up tents.  The arguments cited by Ms. Joanne E. Hiramatsu in her 
numerous letters in response to comments on the Environmental Impact Statement Preparation Notice (EIPN) and  (see 
Appendix A, Individual Stakeholders and Park Users, pp. 3, 13, 19, 23, 25, 31, 33, 35, 36, 44, 47, 51, 55, 74, 76, 80, 82, 87, 
89, 92, 97, 100, 102, and 103) seem to suggest that tents and picnic equipment along the path are a problem.  First, she 
argues that other beachgoers and other recreational users currently find it hard to pass through these areas.  In our 
experience, we have never had any problems passing through this area.  Second, Ms. Hiramatsu argues that current use 
results in damage to the grass and irrigation lines by tent stakes and picnicking equipment.  This problem can be easily 
addressed by ensuring that the irrigation lines are sunk in low enough into the ground and that picnickers are informed 
to only use stakes of a certain maximum length.  In addition, damage to the grass due to picnicking equipment should be 
a routine maintenance issue.  Ms. Hiramatsu appears to be arguing that picnics in this area are a problem because they 
are too popular with the people.  This is flawed logic because the onus should be on the City to find a solution to the 
popularity of the picnic area, instead of making it more difficult.  Finally, Ms. Hiramatsu cites harm to trees that are 
being damaged by park users disposing of charcoal at their bases.  Once again, this problem is easily addressed by 
creating more fire charcoal disposal pits.  Nowhere in the Second Draft EIS is this common-sense improvement even 
mentioned, even though many users mentioned the need for more pits in response to the EISPN.   

Perhaps the real reason for discouraging tents and picnics along this area is not any of those proffered by Ms. Hiramatsu, 
which are easily addressed in much less draconian fashion, but is simply that tents are rather messy looking and an 
eyesore to certain people.  But the beauty of Ala Moana Park is that all people have an equal right to partake in a little 
slice of paradise at the Park, regardless of income or social class.  Yes, the tents are rather messy looking, and the path 
would arguably look more aesthetically pleasing without them, but the important thing is what is contained beneath 
them – many happy local taxpaying families and friends enjoying a day at the beach.  It is, after all, the People’s 
Park.  Therefore, any plan that is adopted must preserve the important picnic area along the makai shared-use path.  To 
ensure this, the makai shared-use paths should not be widened. 

III. RECONFIGURATION OF MAGIC ISLAND PARKING LOT AND THE MAGIC ISLAND SHARED-USE PATH MUST NOT IMPACT 
PICNIC AREAS 

Subsection 2.3.5 proposes to reconfigure the Magic Island parking lot length-wise, which will result in a slight increase in 
the number of parking spaces available.  More parking at Magic Island is welcomed but only if the reconfiguration does 
not adversely impact the picnic areas on Magic Island.   

Similarly, the proposed plan to widen and landscape the Magic Island shared-use path discussed in subsection 2.3.10 
should not adversely impact areas available for families to set up tents and have picnics. As discussed above, picnicking 
is an important activity to local families and every effort should be made to preserve and enhance picnic areas 
throughout the Park. 

IV.  A DOG PARK IS A HEALTH RISK IS NOT COMPATIBLE WITH THE PRIMARY MISSION OF ALA MOANA PARK 

The proposal in subsection 2.3.1 for a dog park near Kewalo Basin, while well-intentioned, is fundamentally flawed and 
should be rejected.  The Second Draft EIS cites the fact that dog owners now walk their dogs though the Park but do not 
clean up after them as a reason for building a separate dog park (p. 2-9).  But this is no reason to build a dog park at Ala 
Moana.  A simpler and more logical solution to this problem would be for the City to enforce the ban on dogs in the Park 
(see Revised Ordinances of Honolulu, section 10-1.2(a)(9)).  If they did this, there would be no messes to clean up in the 
first place.  After all, dogs are banned from the Park for legitimate public health reasons.   
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If you think about it, the prohibition of dogs in the Park makes the idea of a dog park illogical and unworkable.  How are 
dog owners supposed to get to the dog park without technically breaking the rule of no dogs in the Park?  Do we have to 
just tolerate more dogs in the Park because the owners might be heading to the dog park?  Would we ever be able to 
enforce the prohibition on dogs in the Park?  Moreover, the presence of a dog park and zero enforcement of the ban on 
dogs at the Park, would give dog owners the false impression that dogs are welcomed at the Park.  We can easily 
envision owners letting their dogs have a nice dip in the water after visiting the dog park on the way back to their 
car.  And why not?  It’s adjacent to the dog park and besides, who’s going to stop them?  The answer based on our 
experience is absolutely no one.  We believe this situation could get out of hand.  Establishing a dog park would send the 
wrong signals to dog owners. 

One of the primary purposes of the Ala Moana Park is to provide people a clean, safe, enjoyable and convenient 
environment for swimming, exercising, and picnicking.  By encouraging the presence of more animals that are 
appropriately and legitimately prohibited at the Park, you put that mission in jeopardy.  Indeed, instead of encouraging 
more of the blatantly illegal activity, namely, the bringing of dogs to the Park, there should be a more concerted effort to 
enforce the dog prohibition.  We love dogs and we are not against dog parks in general, but we do not believe a dog 
park is compatible with the primary mission of Ala Moana Park.  

V.  PERPENDICULAR PARKING ON THE MAUKA SIDE OF ALA MOANA PARK DRIVE IS A SAFETY HAZARD 

Subsection 2.3.5 proposes that the mauka stalls along Ala Moana Park Drive be reconfigured to perpendicular stalls but 
will also include parallel stalls where appropriate.  Many people have already voiced opposition to the idea of 
perpendicular mauka stalls in their comments to the Environmental Impact Statement Preparation Notice (EIPN) (see, 
Appendix A, Individual Stakeholders and Park Users, pp. 1, 2, 22, and 94).  We echo them here.  Perpendicular stalls may 
be appropriate for parking lots, but not busy city streets.  They are dangerous to get out of and will impede 
traffic.  Traffic is already backed up every day just after sunset and it will be especially difficult for cars to back out of 
spaces during these times.  Moreover, perpendicular parking will create potential conflict over who has the right to a 
particular space.  We oppose this proposal. 

VI.  PROPOSED PLAYGROUND IS UNNECESSARY AND IS NO FREE LUNCH 

We oppose the proposal for a playground at Ala Moana (subsection 2.3.15).  First, to us it sounds like the developers of 
nearby upscale properties want to remake the Park into something more to their liking with their “donations”.  So, we 
are suspicious of their motives and the way this proposal suddenly appeared in the plan.  Second, we doubt that these 
donations will cover all future maintenance expenses and potential liability for the project.  More than likely, this new 
playground will end up costing taxpayer’s money and will crowd out maintenance funding for other city parks.  How 
many pools and other amenities in our communities have been closed sometimes for years due to lack of 
maintenance?  This new playground sounds like it will only make matters worse.  We cannot afford it.  Moreover, it is 
not necessary.  We have one of the greatest beaches in the world right there.  This should be primary focus of the Park, 
not to be a Wet’n’Wild. 

VII.  CONCLUSION 

We understand that Mayors want to build a legacy and these Ala Moana Park improvements will be a part of your 
legacy.  We know that you want to build something big and then proudly point to it as one of your 
accomplishments.  But in this case, bigger may not necessarily be better.  Many frequent park users have expressed 
grave concerns over many aspects of this plan.  This is because the people do not want to change the fundamental 
character of this special place.  Please show us that you are listening to us.  Show us that you understand the true 
mission of the People’s Park.  That would be a legacy you can be proud of. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

Sincerely, 
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Cheryl Ann Goya and Robert Tanimura 

 

cc:  Councilwoman Carol Fukunaga (cafukunaga@honolulu.gov) 

       Councilwoman Ann Kobayashi (akobayashi@honolulu.gov) 

       Councilman Michael Formby (mformby@honolulu.gov) 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: ROBIN DAY <robinday@shaw.ca>
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2018 12:50 PM
To: Rebecca Choi
Cc: Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Re: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements Draft Environmental Impact 

Statement

Hello Rebecca, 

Thank you for the update. I am responding regarding the proposal to make the lawn bowls facility "multi use". To help you 
better understand why the lawn bowls green cannot be multi use, you should know that the green is made of a special 
grass designed for lawn bowls, and that any other activities on the green will harm both the grass and the playing surface. 
Furthermore, the members of the bowls club have not only sustained and improved the facility without assistance from the 
city or Parks, but have increased local membership and  actively increased the number of visitors from all over the world 
to come to lawn bowl in Honolulu, and see the rest of the wonderful Island of Oahu.  This has been done by hosting 
international lawn bowls competitions and by communicating with lawn bowls clubs and organizations around the world. 
Local membership has been increased by hosting introductions and lessons to play the game. If there are funds available 
for sustaining and improving the facilities, the club executive knows best is needed, and I have no doubt the Honolulu 
Bowls Club would welcome any financial assistance available.  

regards, 
Robin Day, 
member of the Honolulu Lawn Bowls Club 

From: "Rebecca Choi" <rchoi@bchdesign.com> 
To: "Rebecca Choi" <rchoi@bchdesign.com> 
Cc: "Rebecca Choi" <rchoi@bchdesign.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 9, 2018 12:22:23 PM 
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements Draft Environmental Impact Statement  

  
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) 

Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements 
Tax Map Key: (1) 2-3-37:001, 002, 022,023, 025 

Honolulu, O‘ahu, Hawai‘i 
 

 
 
 

 
 

The Environmental Notice
 

 

 
 
 

August 22, 2018
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Roger Fujioka <roger@hawaii.edu>
Sent: Monday, August 20, 2018 2:02 PM
To: rkroning@honolulu.gov; kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Comments to Planned Renovations at Ala Moana Beach Park

Dear: City Dept of Design and Construction, Mayor Kirk Caldwell, Belt Collins Hawaii 
  
I am now 80 years old and was born and raised in Pearl City, which during my youth 
was called “Rural Oahu”.  We did not travel often to Honolulu but we felt welcomed to 
go to Ala Moana Beach Park because we knew that it was set aside for us local 
people, in contrast to Waikiki Beach, which was set aside for tourists. I have been 
following the planned renovations for Ala Moana Beach Park by watching TV, listening 
to the radio, and reading documents published in the Star Advertiser as well as those 
available on-line. Overall, the plan is good because it identifies and plans to fix the 
many known problems at the park. 

However, even after listening and making changes based on recommendations by the 
public, I feel that the current plan still falls short of the stated mission of the renovation 
project, which as stated “ is to maintain its local character and continue to make Ala 
Moana Beach, The People’s Park.” 

In my experience, the nice thing about Ala Moana Beach Park is that anyone who found a 
makai parallel parking next to the ocean can feel assured that there is place in Honolulu 
and at Ala Moana Beach that we can call our own space for the day. That feeling is based 
on our car parked parallel so we have ease of access to the things we brought in our car, 
and we can easily spread the important things (cooler, chairs) on the small grassy area 
next to the sidewalk and next to the sandy area that leads to where our family members 
can walk to enter the ocean to wade or swim. Other family members parking on the 
mauka side of the park can join with our family on the makai side. In my experience, the 
local people respected each other spaces. As a result, we felt the continuous space from 
the car, the grassy area, the beach sand area and the place to enter the ocean was for 
our family use. This created a bonding space for our family with Ala Moana Beach.  

My first comment is related to the loss of this family space because the proposed current 
plan still calls for widening the makai sidewalk and in the process covering the existing 
grassy area with cement. In this regard, the widening of the makai sidewalk will destroy 
the bonding space between a local family and their own picnic site at Ala Moana Beach. I 
request that the makai sidewalk remain unchanged, that the small grassy area be 
maintained and plans to widen the sidewalk be abandoned because it is contrary to stated 
mission of the renovation “to maintain the local character and  to ensure that the people 
who come to this park feel that this is “The People’s Park”.  

For my second comment, I request that the City abandon the idea and implementation of 
a dog park at Ala Moana Beach Park. I know that a dog park is needed by some local 

Appendix A - Comments and Responses - Individual Stakeholders and Park Users 
549



2

people but it should not be approved at Ala Moana Beach Park because it will likely 
negatively impact the relatively large numbers of local people, who must carefully plan to 
bring their family and expect to have a good time during their use of the Ala Moana Beach 
Park. In this regard, there are lots of responsibilities and rules to operate a dog park and 
historically enforcement of these rules cannot be implemented at dog parks. In addition, 
there are some people who are deathly afraid of seeing and being close to dogs. These 
people should be given consideration at Ala Moana Beach Park, because they are 
members of the public for which Ala Moana  Beach Park was created.  

Respectfully, 

Roger Fujioka 

University of Hawaii 

 

 

 

 

 
 
--  
Roger Fujioka 
Water Resources Research Center 
University of Hawaii 
Tel: 808 956-3096 
FAX: 808 956-5044 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: haroldyne ho <hlh1430@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 15, 2018 6:31 AM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; Robert J. Kroning; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Fw: Fwd: Submitting your comments

 

 
kcaldwell@honolulu.gov 
rkroning@honolulu.gov 
jhiramatsu@bchdesign.com 
 
Re:  Draft EIS, Ala Moana Regional Park, Proposed 
Actions 2.3.5, Parking & 2.3.6, Makai Path 
 
Dear Mayor Caldwell, Mr. Robert Kroning, and Ms. 
Joanne Hiramatsu, 
 
My husband and I are regular tourists and have visited 
Hawaii over 20 times.  Our favourite island is Oahu and 
our most favourite beach is Ala Moana Beach Park.  We 
love its ambience, the beauty of the beach, the safety of 
its reef-protected waters, the many lifeguard stations 
and the beauty of the promenade and its tree-lined 
walkways.  With all the families, locals and tourists 
enjoying the beach, It truly is the "Peoples Park"    

 
 

We have been following the recent proposals to 
redevelop the park and wish to voice our concerns.  We 
are strongly opposed to plans to convert the mauka side 
of the park road to perpendicular stalls.  We appreciate 
being able to park along the promenade and safely 
move our gear to the beach.  We feel that the new 
proposal is both distracting and confusing and could be 
very dangerous trying to manoeuvre kids, equipment 
and beach gear because of the extended distance from 
the car to the beach. 

 
We are also concerned with the widening of the 
promenade and the removal of the many trees that will 
have to be removed to make way for that plan.  It 
would be such a shame.  Another concern is the 
proposed sharing of the walkway with pedestrians 
and small-wheeled vehicles such as bikes, Segways, 
scooters, and skateboards.   Being from Vancouver we 
have experienced similar concerns with safety.  It has 
been an ongoing discussion and unfortunately we have 
statistics that show that accidents have happened.   Too 
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many people, too much activity, too many 
distractions...its not a workable situation.   Please keep 
the pathway for pedestrians only. 
 
For everyone’s improved safety and comfort, please let 
only pedestrians walk on the pathway.  And please keep 
the benches.  It is necessary as a resting place.  The 
benches do need repair though and we hope that funds 
can be made available for that purpose.  The pathway 
becomes an important opportunity for visitors to 
socialize and maintain a connection for the lonely and 
isolated citizens who currently enjoy the Park. 
 
Also of concern is your lack of a NO ANIMALS bylaw.  As 
like Oahu, on Vancouver beaches we have strict 
regulations forbidding dogs to be allowed on the 
beach.  We also have a strict bylaw where dog owners 
must pick up and safely dispose their dog droppings.  To 
not obey this bylaw results in a very hefty fine.    We 
suggest that Oahu also impose a fine if owners do not 
pick up their dogs' droppings.   Not only is it more 
hygienic, it will keep your streets and parks more 
enjoyable for all its visitors.  

 
In closing, we thank you for your time and consideration 
in keeping, and maintaining Ala Moana Park as the gem 
of the city.   
 
Sincerely, 
 
Name:  Mr. and Mrs. Don Yamashita  
Address: #704-1215 Beach Avenue   
                Vancouver B.C.  V6E 1V5. Canada 
Email address:  roz_yamashita@yahoo.ca 
 
Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPad 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Roz <roz_yamashita@yahoo.ca>
Sent: Friday, February 15, 2019 9:42 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park & Magic Island Improvements

To whom it may concern. 
As a frequent visitor to your beautiful island of Oahu, we have read with great interest your proposals to develop the 
"Peoples' Park".   We are deeply concerned with your plans to develop a corner of the park with its extensive 
amusement area.  As tourists we wish to express our disappointment with a proposal which we feel will destroy truly 
one of the nicest areas in Honolulu.  We are also concerned with the lack of consultation with the people of Oahu.   To 
us, it sounds like  as you want to pass a proposal that is not wanted, not required and does not care what the residents 
want.  Is it to promote tourism?  If it is, you are sadly misinformed.   As a tourist, we can only see destruction of one of 
the  best beach on the island.  If your proposal is passed, we can only see another paradise lost.  Please delay your plans, 
revisit your proposal and "talk" to your residents.   
 
Respectfully submitted. 
The Yamashita's from Vancouver, B.C., Canada 
 
Sent from my iPad 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Roger <rfujioka@hawaii.rr.com>
Sent: Monday, August 20, 2018 9:55 PM
To: rkroning@honolulu.gov; kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Cc: Ruby Fujioka
Subject: Comments on the current renovartion plans for Ala Moana Beach Park

Dear representatives for City Dept of Design and Construction, Mayor Kirk Caldwell and Belt Collins 
Company of Hawaii
 
During the 40-50s, I grew up in the Old Pali Road, and we had to catch the bus to get to school and to 
get to all parts of Honolulu such as Ala Moana Park. To get to the bus stop, my younger sister and I 
had to pass a home with a large dog who always barked at us. On at least three occasions, that dog 
got loose and chased us down and even bit us. As a result, my sister and I always tense up when we 
see a dog. Our best memories were going to Ala Moana Park every summer for the annual picnic for 
all the Japanese families who came from the Jigozen area of Hiroshima City in Japan. It was a time to 
see all of our relatives and even friends who came from different cities in Japan who had their own 
picnic  site, not far away from our picnic site. My parents always used to say that Ala Moana Park is 
for the working people who live on Oahu.  Waikiki was reserved for the rich tourists from the 
mainland. The tourists all stay in Waikiki area. Whoever designed Ala Moana Park did a good job 
because you could find picnics by every nationality and everyone followed the simple rules of staying 
in their own area of the park and cleaning up before leaving. People of all nationality seem to follow 
the same rules and everyone enjoyed the park. My sister and I were happy that most people did not 
bring their dogs to picnics at Ala Moana Park.

Today, I am commenting on the new plans to renovate Ala Moana Beach Park. Most of the new plans 
are good. However, my first comment is not to allow an approved dog park in the Ala Moana Park 
area. I know of others who also fear the site of dogs. So, for a small but real population of people, the 
presence of dogs will make us tense and we cannot relax and enjoy being at that park. I know of 
many other friends, who are not afraid of dogs but they do not want a dog park in the Ala Moana Park 
area because dogs will urinate and deficate tol dirty the park. There will be no one around to make 
sure that the rules for dogs are followed. Dogs should have an approved park place away from highly 
populated beach areas and especially at Ala Moana Park, the most popular beach park for all the 
citizens of Hawaii.  

In the past, I experienced that people kept to their space and this allowed everybody to have a good 
time at Ala Moana Park. However, I object to the current plan of widening the Makai side sidewalk to 
allow bicycles and Segways to use the sidewalks. This means that outsiders who just want to use 
their bikes and segways will be using the Makai sidewalk next to the sand and the beach. They will 
intrude into the picnic space for local people, who set up their space to include their parked car, the 
grassy area next to the sidewalk and  near the sandy area leading to the ocean.  Since the City has 
stated that Ala Moana Park is designed to be the People’s Park, the City should ensure that the park 
space be designed primarily for the average family, who want to visit and enjoy themselves at Ala 
Moana Park. 

I thank all the agencies for improving Ala Moana Beach Park. 

Ruby Yamashita-Fujioka 
Current Resident of Pearl City 
 

2
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Rebecca Choi

From: Ruth Baldino <ruth5499@hotmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, March 16, 2019 8:13 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Master Plan for Ala Moana Park

TO:  Mayor Kirk Caldwell, Robert Kroning, Joanne Hiramatsu 
 
FROM:  Ruth Baldino, ruth5499@hotmail.com 
 
RE:  Second Draft Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS), Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island 
Improvements, issued by Belt Collins on February 8, 2019 
 
Dear Mayor Caldwell: 
 
I am commenting on the SDEIS Master Plan for Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island.  I feel strongly 
about the park, which means a lot to me for the following reasons:  it is a landmark park with ocean, sandy 
beach, grass, trees and paths; it is there to be used by locals, tourists, families, groups, and, yes, even the 
homeless; over the years there have been great and not so great urban planning results - this Park and Magic 
Island are in the great category; I acknowledge that money is needed to maintain the area due to wear and 
tear and vandalism. 
 
There are several Proposed Actions that I disagree with, the biggest being the Promenade and the Playground, 
which would result in loss of green space for people who go there to enjoy just that. 
 
Please do not go forward with these Proposed Action items for the reasons I have given.  Please listen to what 
the people of Hawaii want and don't want. 
 
Sincerely yours, 
 
Ruth Baldino 
Registered voter and resident of Honolulu 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: ruth ishida <ruthishida@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, August 19, 2018 3:07 PM
To: Mayor Kirk Caldwell; Robert Kroning; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Statement, Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements, 

issued by Belt Collins on July 8, 2018

Good afternoon: 

 

As the plan for the AMRP moves forward, I trust that community input will continue to be solicited and 
considered carefully. As I read the DEIS, I am encouraged by this statement: "The long-term goal for the 
Park’s revitalization is to maintain and improve the grounds and facilities while remaining true to its local 
character as 'The People’s Park'.”  

 

I have been a resident of Honolulu since 1980 and appreciate the unique character of the AMRP exemplified 
by the importance of the park to so many diverse groups: families, surfers, paddlers, photographers, joggers, 
walkers, school teams, local businesses and organizations sponsoring special events.   

 

The park is a venue that captures the spirit of those who make Honolulu home.  It is a place to experience 
nature and the beauty of Hawaii within a short distance of 'city life'.  Within that experience is the opportunity to 
appreciate the differences and similarities of Hawaii's people.  Following the sidewalk from the west end to 
Magic Island, one notices the sounds of sand volleyball games, surfers discussing the day's waves, families 
encouraging children to play together, diverse languages of other residents and visitors, 'just people' outside 
enjoying a shared space.  It can be a truly humanizing experience.  

 

As well documented in the DEIS, improvements are needed and many of the plans do follow the above 
mandate to ‘remain true to its local character’.  I do have concerns about two proposed changes: 

 

1. Reconfigure parking on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive to add more stalls 

I found that currently 68 trees are within 17 feet of the inner edge of the curb on the mauka side of 
Ala Moana Park Drive. The proposed perpendicular stalls will be 19 feet in length and the current 
drawings show a sidewalk between the parking stall and the green space.  Those 68 trees will be 
sacrificed for the perpendicular stalls and the green space will decrease as well. 

When a vehicle is parked in the perpendicular position, unloading from the trunk may present 
hazards as people stand in the direct pathway of traffic to unload. 

Backing out of perpendicular parking stalls presents a set of challenges not encountered currently 
on Ala Moana Park Drive such as line of sight, backing into oncoming traffic, obstacles such as 
pedestrians, and bikers. One anticipates increased number of traffic incidents especially if the plan 
is to continue with two-way traffic on Ala Moana Park Drive.   
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As noted in Appendix C of the DEIS, reconfiguring of the keyhole parking and the Magic Island 
parking seems to meet the requirements for additional parking revealed in the earlier parking study. 

Has the project considered alternatives to parking within AMRP?  As a commitment to multi-modal 
transportation, consider more bus stops adjacent to the park, continue to support the planned rail 
stop near the park, encourage nearby businesses to offer paid parking for visitors, and partner with 
business to develop some parking near the AMRP.  Central Park in NYC has 40 million visitors a 
year and there is NO parking within the park.  

2. Widening the shared-use path along the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive 

 

As a frequent user of the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive, I think that the use of the grassy strip 
between the curb and the sidewalk is one of the features that make AMRP ‘the people’s park’.  To 
replace that strip with cement is to harden the landscape along the walkway and alter the character 
of the park.  

 

Although the current walkway may be crowded at times, the most disruptive passengers are those 
on bikes or motorized vehicles.  Please consider a dedicated lane for these vehicles other than the 
walkway.  Keeping the walkway for pedestrians, helps protect children and seniors who may be 
moving slowly.  Children especially do not belong in the path of bicycles or other motorized 
vehicles. 

 

More cement along the Ala Moana Park Drive creates a bigger heat sink to hold in the heat.  Keep 
the grass, trees, and as little cement as possible to keep the area cool and enhance the breezes 
that do come through the park. 

 

Encourage bicyclists to use the mauka path through the park and a dedicated lane on the Ala 
Moana Park Drive rather than the sidewalk.  

 

Thank you for allowing me to express my concerns.  I truly believe that the City can restore the facilities of the 
Ala Moana Regional Park while holding true to the spirit of the park. 

 

Sincerely,  

Ruth H. Ishida 

 

217 Prospect St, 102 

Honolulu, HI 96813 

3

 

Ruthishida@gmail.com 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Sam King <kingsam2@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2019 2:34 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Make the Playground Multi-Generational
Attachments: Obsticle Course Playground.jpeg

I am writing in support of the playground that has been suggested by the City and reported on in the news.   
 
I think the playground is a great idea.  I was born and raised in Hawaii, I live here now, I have two kids and I go to Ala 
Moana beach park regularly.  I would go there even more if my kids could play on this awesome playground.   
 
I recently went on a vacation to LA and San Diego and they had amazing playgrounds everywhere.  Hawaii deserves a 
world-class playground at Ala Moana Beach Park! 
 
I do have 1 question at this time: 
Can make the playground multi-generational by adding an obstacle-course style playground for older kids and adults?  I 
have attached a picture and a link: 
https://www.playlsi.com/en/ad/fitcore-extreme/. 
 
I, personally, would love to use such an obstacle course structure, and I have spoken to many other adults with kids who 
agree.  There are many times my kids are playing on a play structure and I just have to sit on the side and watch.  I see 
many other parents doing it as well.  It would be way better if parents could also participate in the fun!  This would have 
the added benefit of providing adults in Hawaii with fun ways to stay in shape.  It will also allow parents to engage their 
slightly older kids in fun exercise activities.  Teenagers probably wont play on the playground, but they probably would 
love to run through an awesome obstacle course! 
 
The cost of building such a structure would only be around $220,000.  Annual maintenance could be dealt with through 
contributions from the planned concession stand, through donations, or directly by taxpayers.  No matter the method, I 
would recommend that maintenance be provided by a private company, not the City, using "service level 
agreements".  This would basically mean the City enters into a contract that says "you, maintenance vendor, will ensure 
that no part of this playground is out of commission for more than 48-hours."  A vendor will then be able to provide an 
annual price for providing such a service, and then the City will know exactly how much annual maintenance would be, 
and would be able to shift the risk of any damages from people getting hurt on the playground to the maintenance 
vendor (who can also be required to buy insurance). 
 
Is that doable?   
 
Please let me know. 
 
Thank you and good luck! 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: sandy moneymaker <smlmoney@aol.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 16, 2018 4:06 PM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: DEIS  ALA MOANA REGIONAL PARK

 
 
Aloha Kakou, 
 
I am commenting on the Master Plan for Ala Moana Regional Park DEIS.  
 
I have been going to Ala Moana park regularly for 40 years to swim and picnic. I love 
the surf and the local people who come to the park to enjoy it with their families. I 
do like many proposed actions in the Master Plan, but there are proposed actions I 
have issues with.  
 
I feel strongly about the following issues because this park means a lot to me:  
 
Ala Moana Beach Park was established in 1934 as “the People’s Park”. Its naturally 
beautiful beach is what endears this park to the People. People who use the beach for 
the purpose of swimming, body boarding, surfing, kayaking, SUP  & canoe paddling, 
snorkeling , water exercise frequently have bulky items to carry—surf boards and 
paddles, inflatable tubes, beach toys, fishing gear, nets, kayaks, canoes, exercise 
equipment, towels, umbrellas, etc. Any plans for park improvement must prioritize 
safe access to its major asset--the beach. 
 
The proposed “Makai Shared Use Path” in DEIS Section 2.3.6 does the opposite, 
creating obstacles for beach users carrying their equipment to get safely to the 
beach. Changing the name from “promenade” in the EISPN to "Makai shared use 
path" in the DEIS does little to address the original problem created by the widened 
pathway—the safety of people on foot vs. those on wheeled vehicles.  I think the 
sidewalk and grassy area are OK as they are now.  
 
On page 2-21, lines 17 to 24, the kinds of shared use that currently exists are noted. 
However, Figure 2-8, Widen Shared-Use Path, on page 2-24, shows most of the 
grassy area gone with sterile benches where local families like to picnic (observed in 
2-21, lines 23-24) and where surfers put down their boards to wax them. Removing 
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the grass takes out useful functions and replaces it with hot cement that sets up 
dangerous exchanges on the multi-modal pathway and benches that block people’s 
access to the beach from the road. Cars are not shown in Figure 2-8. Despite the 
City’s concession of keeping most of the Makai side parking, the benches and planters 
pictured make it difficult for people parking the makai side to exit from their doors 
closest to the beach. And if they are carrying beach equipment, they will need to 
unload from the active roadside.  I think the sidewalk and grassy area are OK as they 
are now.  
 
In Section 2.3.5, it is written that the proposal will “reconfigure the mauka side of 
Ala Moana Park Drive to add more stalls.” 
 
I believe that perpendicular parking on the mauka side will be much more 
inconvenient than parallel parking for families who bring a lot of stuff to the park for 
their picnics and may cause conflict between park users who will find it difficult to 
open their side doors to unload when they are parked this way. It will also be much 
more dangerous for wheeled vehicles such as bikes that may be in the street, and will 
certainly result in accidents when cars have to back out into traffic to leave their 
parking stall. 

Please do not go forward with these plans for the reasons I have stated.  
 
In closing, I recommend that the City reconsider the folly of Section 2.3.6 and 
concentrate instead on actions that improve the function of the park and preserve 
the beauty of the natural environment such: as repairing the sidewalks and 
maintaining the grassy areas; increasing the maintenance of showers and bathrooms; 
providing sturdy and attractive trash receptacles and charcoal disposal areas to 
prevent litter; and creating better signage at the Park to indicate areas where safe 
fishing can take place, sandy areas for keiki and kupuna to swim or play, etc. 
 
As a taxpayer and voter in Hawaii for more than 50 years, I want the City to expend 
my taxes on what is most needed for the most people of Hawai`i. Please heed the 
voices of the people to Keep Ala Moana beach park a safe place for our `ohana as 
“the People’s Park.” 
 
Thank you for allowing me to voice my concerns and I do hope you are listening to 
what the people of Hawaii want and don’t want. 

3

 
Sincerely, 
 
Sandy Moneymaker 
700 Richards St. #2109 
Honolulu, HI 96813 
 
smlmoney@aol.com 
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Rebecca Choi

From: sandy moneymaker <smlmoney@aol.com>
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2019 1:33 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: PEOPLE'S PARK

Dear Mr Kronig, 
 
Though not born in Hawaii I have lived here +50 years and visit Ala Moana Beach Park 
2-3 times weekly. It is THE park  of choice for me and thousands of others because 
it is easily accessed and embodies the Hawaiian lifestyle. 
 
There are many more urgent problems that should be addressed instead of changing 
a beautiful park into something that caters to luxury interests. We the local people, 
do not want to be like Venice Beach, CA or anything like it! We want Hawaii to be like 
Hawaii. Maintain what exists to top notch condition so that we,the local people, can 
continue to enjoy it as generations before us have.  Fix our roads and infra structure 
and get the homeless off the streets and out of the park with the money that would 
be spent disrupting the enjoyment of the last open green place in Honolulu. 
 
A "world class playground" belongs close to other children's attractions like the 
Children's Discovery Center which is very close by.  
 
A dog park would bring traffic that competes for parking with beach users. As a dog 
owner living in the area, I would rather go to an inland park where dog parks belong 
and where there is shade and no sand that is messy and hard to clean off my dog and 
out of my car. If you take notice of existing dog parks, they are not utilized mid-day 
but early mornings, late afternoons and early evenings when it is not so hot so why 
put one in a BEACH park! 
 
Face it, there will never be enough parking for the excessive number of vehicles on 
this island so leave the parking as is throughout Ala Moana BEACH Park. If the Magic 
Island lot can be re-stripped to create additional stalls, great do it, but no other 
changes should be made to the existing configurations. 
 

2

Give the public a real chance to voice their views instead of proceeding with changes 
and making it so difficult for the people to comment on what they want in the 
people's park. 
 
Mahalo, 
Sandy Moneymaker 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Sara Light <saralight74@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, March 20, 2019 5:55 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: I support the playground

I am writing in support of the inclusive playground at Ala Moana Park. As a parent of two active young boys as well as a 
Hawaii native who has moved back home from NYC, I feel that I know how much we need play space such as this one. 
Similar playgrounds are in growing cities all over the world - we need them and we will use them!  And, the fact that this 
particular playground is being designed so that all children will be able to utilize it is even more reason to campaign for 
such a space.  Please take the time to consider the plans and this project.  
 
Aloha, 
Sara Eagle Light 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Scott Ashlock <scott.ashlock@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 10:25 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park - 2nd Draft EIS Comment

Aloha, 
 
I'd like to submit some comments on the latest Ala Moana Regional Park plan. 
 
I think expanding the promenade on the makai side of Ala Moana Drive is the most important element of the 
plan.  Creating a wide, tree-lined pedestrian & bike friendly path from the Kamakee entrance all the way to Atkinson Dr 
will really be the focal point of the park.  If it's well-designed, people will be attracted to utilize the area even more than 
it is now.   
 
Furthermore, Ward Village is being developed just north of the adjacent Kewalo Basin.  It will add 4,500 residences when 
completed. In that master plan, there is envisioned many open spaces, trees, and promenades.  There will be excellent 
pedestrian connectivity from HART's planned Kakaako station throughout Ward Village, and extending down to Ala 
Moana Blvd.   Somehow connecting that area to Ala Moana Regional Park through similar architectural design or 
extended promenades will really emphasis and attract pedestrian use in the entire area.   
 
Thank you for your consideration, 
 
Scott 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Scott Shishido <scott.shishido@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2019 11:58 PM
To: su@bchdesign.com; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Comments on EIS

Hello, 
 
I would like to express my extreme frustration with both the process and motivation(s) behind this project, which, from 
my review of the public comments thus far, has largely ignored the concerns of the kama`aina (local people) who 
actually use Ala Moana Beach Park ("AMBP"). 
 
First, with respect to process, I am racing to get these comments in before the NEWLY CHANGED deadline that was only 
announced officially by the Mayor's office at 7:04 p.m., about 4 hours ago.  I was initially under the impression that I 
would have until April 8 to formulate and articulate my comments.  However, this "bait and switch" situation makes me 
think that the public's comments are not given any meaningful value - this project is being forced on the people of 
Hawai`i like the rail, but that is another story all together.  In short, it is extremely disappointing that the 
consultants/developers would not give those who have and continue to use AMBP the time to comment that was 
announced by the City Council this morning.  
 
Second, as to motivation(s) behind the project, in reviewing your previous responses to comments on the first draft of 
the EIS, I am convinced that existing users of AMBP are being "displaced" to serve the interests of the 
owners/developers of the condo buildings that have recently popped up near AMBP in the last few years.  In particular, 
in your June 6, 2018 email response to a letter from Bruce G.S. Lum dated January 21, 2018, you state that "the grassy 
areas on the promenade are often claimed by families and groups with tents and barbeque grills", as a negative 
factor.  If I'm not mistaken, aren't those the exact people for whom AMBP is intended?!  I acknowledge that the plans to 
reconfigure the makai parking have been abandoned, but the language in your response is revealing to me - it seems like 
local people are being pushed out to make room for the new condo owners/renters. 
 
I don't have time to spell check this, given the impending, last-minute-changed deadline to submit comments.  However, 
my goal is to have the developer of this project and the City actually heed and give significant value to local 
input/comments.  Hopefully, you hear our voices and let AMBP remain as the "people's park".     
 
Mahalo, 
Scott K.D. Shishido   
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Rebecca Choi

From: S. Teves <stinguam@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2019 6:47 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Playground

To whom it may concern,

I am writing in support of the Ala Moana Playground.  

We believe that having a playground like that would be amazing for kids and families  in Hawaii and for visitors 
from around the world to visit.

To have an all inclusive playground would be special for the disabled, elderly, young, and old, etc. to enjoy.  

Thank you,
Shannon

Get Outlook for Android
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August 20, 2018 

 

To: Mayor Kirk Caldwell kcaldwell@honolulu.gov 

      Robert Kroning, Director, Design and Construction kroning@honolulu.gov 

      Joanne E. Hiramatsu, Belt Collins Hawaii LLC jhiramatsu@bchdesign.com  

Aloha Kakou, 

I am writing in response to the City & County of Honolulu Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (DEIS) for the repair and renovations planned for Ala Moana Regional Park 
(AMRP), the “People’s Park,” released to the public on July 8, 2018.   

However, before responding to the DEIS, I must protest that this 904-page document goes 
against the spirit of the laws currently being adopted by the Office Of Environmental Controls 
as Hawaii Administrative Rules (HAR) Title 11 Chapter 200.1, “Environmental Impact 
Statement Rules.”   Specifically, I refer to (b) and (c) (1-3). 

Historical note:  This chapter is based substantially upon chapter 11-200. [Eff 12/6/85; am and comp 
AUG 31 1996; am 2007; R ]  

PURPOSE §11-200.1-1 Purpose.  

(a) Chapter 343, Hawaii Revised Statutes (HRS), establishes a system of environmental review at 
the state and county levels that shall ensure that environmental concerns are given appropriate 
consideration in decision-making along with economic and technical considerations. The purpose of 
this chapter is to provide agencies and persons with procedures, specifications regarding the contents 
of environmental assessments and environmental impact statements, and criteria and definitions of 
statewide application.  

(b) EAs and EISs are meaningless without the conscientious application of the environmental review 
process as a whole, and shall not be merely a self-serving recitation of benefits and a rationalization 
of the proposed action. Agencies and applicants shall ensure that EAs and EISs are prepared at the 
earliest opportunity in the planning and decision-making process. This shall assure an early, open 
forum for discussion of adverse effects and available alternatives, and that the decision-makers will 
be enlightened to any environmental consequences of the proposed action prior to decision making. 

(c) In preparing any document, proposing agencies and applicants shall: 

(1) Make every effort to convey the required information succinctly in a form easily 
understood, both by members of the public and by government decision-makers, giving attention to 
the substance of the information conveyed rather than to the particular form, or length, of the 
document; 

(2) Take care to concentrate on important issues and to ensure that the document remains 
essentially self-contained, capable of being understood by the reader without the need for undue 
cross-references; and 

(3) Conduct any required consultation as mutual, open and direct, two-way communication, 
in good faith, to secure the meaningful participation of agencies and the public in the environmental 
review process. [Eff ] (Auth: HRS §§343-5, 343-6) (Imp: HRS §§343-1, 343-6) 

Consider the guidance of (c ) (1) and (2).  The length of the DEIS and the difficulty in getting 
access to a hard copy make it unfriendly to the public.  Downloading 904 pages is onerous 
and off-putting.  Not everyone has a computer at home to read over the document.  Many who 
frequent Ala Moana Beach Park do not.  Libraries have a limit of one hour per user.  Most 
people aren’t speed-readers.   

Guidance in (c) (3) “Conduct any required consultation as mutual, open and direct, two-way 
communication, in good faith, to secure meaningful participation of agencies and the public in 
the environmental review process, ” has been ignored in this process as no informational 
meeting was held by the City on the DEIS.   

The plan is estimated to cost $144 million (in 2016 dollars) and contains 20 Proposed Actions, 
some of which (like the Dog Park 2.3.1) were not in the EISPN or described in any of the 
previous meetings.  How is this in keeping with (c) (3)? 

It should also be noted that the City’s last informational meeting was held on January 29, 
2018, a full week after the deadline for the public to comment on the plan.  So in reality, the 
existing rules were violated when no meeting that could have produced responses within the 
allowed period was held for the EISPN.   

This plan flies in the face of (b), which cautions against being a “self-serving recitation of 
benefits and a rationalization of the proposed action.”  While the City asserts it is in 
compliance of HAR 11-200 in the introduction 2.1, the revisions to this administrative rule were 
made public two months before the DEIS came out and some are just adjustments to existing 
practice.  If the new rules reflect good practice in keeping the public engaged, why does the 
City Administration choose to ignore them and keep the public largely in the dark? 

 

The DEIS should keep the health of our beach users in mind 

Regarding the DEIS, Chapter 1:  Purpose and Need, acknowledges that Ala Moana Beach 
Park (AMBP) or Ala Moana Park (AMP)…”is vastly known for its ocean recreational activities 
and spacious open space for picnicking and land recreational activities.”  Originally known as 
Kālia, this beautiful beach is what endears this park to the People. On any given day, there 
are people safely swimming, body boarding, surfing, kayaking, stand up paddling, canoe 
paddling, snorkeling, water exercise including walking from Magic Island to Kewalo, SUP 
yoga, and fishing from the shore or the reef, to name a few. The sandy beach and shoreline 
offers park users opportunities to build sand castles, sun bathe, collect seashells, jog or walk, 
picnic, read, meditate, fish, watch the sunrise or sunset, etc.  

The City has many other parks where people can recreate in other ways. Any plans for this 
park’s improvement must prioritize the major function (asset) of the park—access to and use 
of the beach.  Ensuring that the ocean is clean and not polluted for the health and safety of its 
users should be paramount.   

There is very little in the DEIS that addresses this.  In fact, the proposed addition of a Dog 
Park, 2.3.1, will contribute to pollution of the ocean and beach.  It will attract more people to 
the park with dogs who may not remain in the enclosed area, but venture to the beach.  As it 
is now, even with the posted signs that state no animals allowed, people bring their dogs on- 
and off-leash to the sand and ocean where their feces can contribute to diseases for humans 
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as well as the marine creatures. There is little enforcement of the current rules and, with 
increased use by dog owners, the problem will only get worse.  I’ve included two website for 
you to visit and provided this is a brief excerpt from the first website:  

Water-borne diseases.   People who swim in water frequented by any animals (or people, for that matter) 
can be exposed to water-borne diseases such as Cryptosporidium (covered separately above because it is 
also spread by contact with the stool of infected animals), Giardia, Shigella and E.coli. The symptoms 
can vary based on the infection, but can include diarrhea, vomiting and stomach cramps.  

(see https://www.avma.org/public/PetCare/Documents/disease_risks_dogs.pdf and https://www.mass.gov/info-
details/pet-waste-and-bathing-beaches) 
Keeping the People’s Park safe is not being addressed by Proposed Action 2.3.6 

Chapter 1.3.1 acknowledges, “the City, primarily, has a commitment to public safety while 
restoring historical and popular features...” The Proposed Action 2.3.6, Makai Shared Use 
Path (called the Promenade in the EISPN) does not reflect this.  Plans for improvement should 
keep the park usable and convenient for local families, not diminish their ability to enjoy the 
park. 

In its current state, the sidewalk is sufficient for pedestrians and joggers, who look out for each 
other. Less safe are the bikers and Segway riders in groups, as well as skate boarders, who 
create a hazard for others.  

People who use the beach frequently have items to carry—surf boards and paddles, inflatable 
tubes, beach toys, fishing gear, nets, kayaks, canoes, exercise equipment, towels, umbrellas, 
etc.  If the sidewalk is widened as suggested, it will create more dangerous situations, 
especially as people, who are trying to get to the beach with their “stuff” from the mauka or 
makai side, may be hit by those bike or Segway riders who may be riding side by side, taking 
video with their iphones, on the widened “path.” Should an accident occur between a jogger or 
pedestrian and such vehicles, the City may face a lawsuit for having willfully created the 
conditions for accidents to happen.  

The proposed path improvement pictured in Fig. 2-8 shows concrete replacing areas where 
there are now grass and trees.  Despite the DEIS relating issues with sea level rise, these 
plans will further harden and increase the impervious surfaces. There may be more flooding of 
the streets during King tides.  Also studies show that climate change along with more cement 
versus grass causes areas to become hotter.  Lots of keiki with burnt feet!   

Moreover, widening the path comes at the expense of removing the grassy areas where local 
families like to picnic or rest under the trees. The DEIS on page 2-21, lines 17 to 24, talks 
about the kinds of shared use that currently exists.  However, Figure 2-8, Widen Shared-Use 
Path, on page 2-24, shows most of the grassy area gone with sterile benches where local 
families like to picnic (observed in 2-21, lines 23-24) or surfers put down their boards to wax 
them.  The use shown is more passive, sitting on benches and looking at the sunset (page 2-
21, line 36 and 2-22, line 1), not using the beach or picnicking.   

Its ironic that all the people in the Figure 2-8 are wearing street clothes to the beach. Everyone 
has shoes on, so they won’t feel the heat of the cement or sand between their toes.  And not a 
single bike, Segway or skateboarder is in sight, perhaps because it would draw attention to 
the hazards of shared use.  Imagine someone trying to cross the hot cement carrying beach 
equipment while having to dodge through Segways, bikers, skateboarders, etc. Is that sharing 

or is that setting up park users to face hazardous situations, possible confrontations and 
perhaps lawsuits?  

Also missing from Figure 2-8 are cars.  Despite heralding the concession of keeping most of 
the Makai side parking, the benches and planters pictured will make it difficult for people 
parking the makai side to exit from their doors closest to the beach.  And if they are carrying 
beach equipment, they will need to unload from the active roadside.  This is less safe than the 
current situation with the grassy strip. 

DEIS Proposed Action 2.3.5—Perpendicular parking is unsafe, costly and unnecessary.   
 
Converting a large portion of the Mauka parking to perpendicular mode is unsafe, costly, 
disruptive to traffic and to the environment, and unnecessary. 
 
Table 2-2, Proposed and Existing Parking Count (Public Parking), outlines an increase of 234 
parking spaces.  Yet, the traffic study in Appendix C for the DEIS (discussed in Section 3.9) 
found that on weekdays, 53 more spaces would provide optimal parking while on the weekend 
113 more spaces would be optimal.  Hence, the proposal exceeds the need by over 100%. 
 
Perpendicular parking requires twice as much space length-wise, requiring the permanent 
elimination of significant grassy areas and removal of trees, and disruption due to roadwork on 
Ala Moana Park Drive.  It would also require disturbing irrigation systems currently in place.  
We need more green space, not more asphalt. And the Mauka lawn is where families, school 
and church groups seek permits so they can hold birthday parties, reunions, and special 
events.   
 
Perpendicular parking is more dangerous because line of sight is difficult with cars backing 
into oncoming traffic, pedestrians, and bikers. Why spend taxpayer’s dollars to create a 
hazardous situation that may also lead to lawsuits for negligence on the City’s part? 
 
If any part of this plan is executed, the City should start with the keyhole area, which will yield 
103 more spaces, 200% what is needed on weekdays and 93% of optima on the 
weekends.  This would be the least disruptive to the grassy areas and traffic going through the 
park during construction.  However, special trees would still be affected. 
 
Then, rather than just collecting cursory data as was done for the DEIS, gather data for a year 
to determine if this is sufficient for the overflow parking needed on weekends and at special 
events before incurring the additional expense of Tax payer dollars, disruption to the traffic in 
the park, and permanent loss of green space in the mauka lawn.  
 
A low-cost, time-effective alternative to more parking is to schedule a City bus through the 
park during peak use times (Weekends, special events) that would utilize already existing 
resources without the disruptions and extensive cost. 

 
Finally, on parking, if this is truly is a plan for the future, the number of park users coming in by 
Rail, bike or on foot from buildings across the street versus cars should also be taken into 
consideration before making more parking spaces because those users would not require 
parking.   
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Final Comments 
 
There are other areas I could critique, however, given the lack of quality studies and 
communication, I move to recommend the only alternative one can choose—DEIS 2.7.1., No 
Action Alternative, described on 2-43.     
 
With this alternative, the following could still be implemented to improve the function of the 
park and preserve the beauty of the natural environment: 

o Continue to maintain and repair the sidewalks and grassy areas,  
o Increase maintenance of showers and bathrooms, 
o Replace the shower near Life Guard tower 1C. 
o Provide more sturdy, attractive trash receptacles and charcoal disposal areas to 

prevent littering   
o Post the Ranger’s contact number on the blue signs so people can report violations 

when they see them. (You can even put it on a sticker to adhere to the existing sign so 
no need to reprint the whole sign) 

o Have better signage for the park at entrances and near the concessions.  For example, 
have a map and directory that highlight where the sandy beaches are, where the rocky 
areas are for fish and observing sea life, tennis courts, etc.  Simple reminders of 
courtesy and kuleana would help. 

Please preserve Ala Moana Beach Park as the treasure it is, a green and blue oasis for all the 
people of Hawai`i to maintain their health and well-being, while keeping faithful to local culture 
and traditions.   Keep Ala Moana Beach Park the People’s Park, with our safety and local 
traditions in mind.   

Sincerely, 

Shar Chun-Lum 

Shar Chun-Lum 

99-546 Iwaiwa Street, Aiea, HI 96701  

March 25, 2019 

 

To: Mayor Kirk Caldwell <alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com> 
      Robert Kroning, Director, Design and Construction <alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com> 
      Joanne E. Hiramatsu, Belt Collins Hawaii LLC alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com 
 

Aloha Mayor Caldwell, 

As I person born and bred on the Island of O`ahu, who has enjoyed Ala Moana Beach Park for 
more than 67 years, been a tax payer for more than 54 years, and a voter for 50 years, I am 
alarmed that an elected official such as yourself can waste so much money in the name of 
improving the People’s Park, while paying so little regard to the opinions of people who love and 
use the park regularly.  My views are based upon my review of the Second Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (SDEIS) for Ala Moana Regional Park (AMRP) and Magic Island, which was 
released to the public on February 8, 2019.   

My comments are in addition to my previous DEIS comment letter, dated August 20, 2018, 
which was sent to you on August 21 at 12:13 a.m.  I am attaching a copy to this letter should 
you have difficulty finding it.  The topics I covered in that transmittal were:  

1. Whether the DEIS and now the SDEIS followed EIS principles and processes. I believe 
EIS rules were violated, when the Final Plan presentation was not provided to the public 
until January 29, 2018, a full week after the deadline for comments on January 22, 2018.  
 

2. Opposition for numerous health and safety reasons to: 
a. Proposed Action 2.3.1—Dog Park 
b. Proposed Action 2.3.6—Makai Shared Use Path 
c. Proposed Action 2.3.5---Perpendicular Parking on the Mauka side of Ala Moana 

Park Drive. 

Addressing this latest draft of the Master Plan, the major shortcomings are: 

1. The SDEIS again goes against the EIS guidance, regarding ease of reading, through 
discussion and application of new information that might change the plans going 
forward.  No public forum was held to discuss new additions that appear in the 
document. 
 

2. The reasons given for publishing the new SDEIS were: a) to include the Cultural Impact 
Assessment (CIA) requested by Office of Hawaiian Affairs in their EISPN response; b) to  
provide new information about a playground; and c) to introduce of a new source for 
sand replenishment off the shore of Ala Moana Beach Park.   

However, the concerns raised in the CIA are not reflected in the latest plan.  In fact, the 
summary given has ignored some of the points made by those who were surveyed for 
the CIA.  So did the CIA have any effect on changing the Plan?  What taxpayers’ dollars 
were spent on the CIA that was disregarded in the latest SDEIS? 
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3. The discussion for the one-acre “World Class” playground (SDEIS 2.3.15, Fig. 2-13 and 
Table 2-1) is limited to a news article that had errors in its attribution of comments to 
people.  The insufficient information provided in the two-paragraph summary is not 
adequate for the public to decide whether it is appropriate or not.  For the public to be 
able to make an informed comment, at minimum: 
 

a. There must be an impact study that addresses the loss of green open space 
enjoyed by other park goers on a daily basis.  How does this meet the policies 
established in the 2016 Ala Moana Neighborhood Transit-Oriented Development 
Plan (TOD plan)? 
 

b. There must be an impact study that considers the increased use of sewer, 
security, grounds and equipment maintenance, staffing and parking resources, 
including the projected costs to meet the increase.  

 
c. Given a 500-person capacity, how will the increased trash and debris (plastics) 

from the playground and surrounding areas adversely impact the ecosystem as it 
may enter the ocean? 
 

d. With the footprint required for this one-acre playground, the impact of reducing 
“permit use” space for special events like birthday parties, reunions, church 
events and more by our citizens must be studied.  What alternatives will be given 
to people when space is more limited? 

 

e. Details of the type of attractions and equipment must be given and assessed as 
to cost of maintaining such equipment in a salt-air atmosphere that can effect 
performance of such equipment.   

 

f. The water feature has the potential for breeding bacteria affecting the playground 
users.  What process will be used to test the water on a daily basis and what 
protocols will be used to insure the water is clean? What are the associated costs 
for maintaining a healthy system? 

 

g. What materials will be used for the foundation of the playground and how will it 
be installed?  What guidelines will be followed to insure the materials meet safety 
standards for playground users?  What impacts will this have on water retention 
and drainage when the predicted sea level rise occurs? 

 

h. Did the process for securing bids for design of such a playground follow state and 
city procurement guidelines? 

 

i. Were these plans reviewed by the Department of Health’s Facilities Division 
which oversees appropriateness for ADA guidelines?  If not, it should be done. 

 

j. How does the private public partnership work when making final decisions for 
rules of the park, upkeep of the park, etc?   

 

4. Regarding 2.3.14 Sand Replenishment and Long-term Beach Nourishment 

a. Dredging offshore sand has serious environmental impacts and should not be 
implemented unless there are certain threats to life or important, irreplaceable 
properties.  Here, offshore sand mining is proposed for a sand replenishment 
project that is largely aesthetic.  
 

b. Turbidity impacts of offshore sand mining are not comprehensively discussed 
and fail to include studies of indirect, secondary impacts. Some studies have 
shown long term effects from dredging. Many of these impacts are unknown and 
need further study. 

 
c. The offshore sand mining study was prepared by the same entity that concluded 

there would not be significant impacts to Waikīkī surf breaks.   
 

d. Offshore sand mining was not discussed in the first DEIS.  The offshore sand 
mining action was added to the second DEIS, but this second draft fails to detail 
cumulative impacts. 

 
e. The Sea Engineering Inc. sampling and surveying took place on a single day, 

April 20, 2018.  Seasonal variations are not accounted for.  Before any work 
takes place, more sampling must occur during other seasons and periods of the 
day. 

 
f. The insufficient studies concluded these areas are not populated with “food fish” 

but listed manini amongst the species found there.  Additionally, moi and papio 
are caught in the channel.  The biota assessment says nothing about the halalu, 
sardines, and oama schools in the swim channel that are cultural resources for 
all kinds of family fishing activities.   

 
g. The MRCI assessment only looked at biota in the swim channel and the 

additional SEI assessment only discussed the offshore sand mining area. Both 
studies missed the critically important reef and nearby rubble areas. 

 
h. Oio, tako, and weke are regularly found on the reef. These species eat small 

crabs, on the reef and are vital cultural resources and food species for our 
members. 

 
i. The area makai of the shallow reef and just mauka of the offshore sand mining 

area is also rich with marine biota, including the endangered Hawaiian monk 
seal, which are regularly viewed by our members who surf and dive in that area. 

 
j. Studies of the offshore sand mining area missed many species that pass through 

that area, including Mū, which is a prized food fish and lives in rubble and sand 
areas near reef, papio, uhu, various sharks, rays, and sea cucumbers. 
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k. Offshore sand mining can displace habitat for the endemic Manu o Ku birds, 
green sea turtles, rays, and other species. 

 
l. Displacement of sand can cause changes to make up of the sea floor. Offshore 

sand mining and beach replenishment have been linked to increases in spinal 
injuries consequent to ocean recreational users diving or falling into areas that 
were previously deeper or due to steeper waves caused by changed seafloor 
depths.  Two surfers were paralyzed after the Waikīkī beach replenishment 
project and sued the State. http://www.hawaiinewsnow.com/story/27473796/new-
lawsuits-claim-waikiki-sand-project-caused-severe-injuries/   

 
m. The (high) costs of the selected dredging sand source and replenishing the Ala 

Moana Regional Beach Park’s shoreline can not be reasonably justified when 
considering the potential risks to the life along the parts of the existing shoreline 
and its reefs.  There is sufficient sandy areas along the Diamond Head and Ewa 
ends of the beach, leaving the beach “as-is” is a reasonable approach until such 
time when the entire beach no longer has any.  
 

5. Perhaps what is most disturbing about this SDEIS, published for public comment on 
February 8, 2019, are the continued discussions of Proposed Actions that do not comply 
with the law. Ordinance 18-46, effective December 21, 2018, prohibits improvements to 
the Ala Moana Regional Park on the Makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive, that will result 
in either: a) the widening of the existing walkways; or b) the reduction of existing grassy 
areas.  The SDEIS still contains items that are clearly prohibited by the law, specifically 
the Makai Shared Used Paths (SDEIS 2.3.6 and 2.3.10).  Director of Design and 
Construction, Robert Kroning, said at the March 11, 2019 meeting at McCoy Pavilion, 
that the City will comply with the law and that these items will be taken out of the final 
EIS.  The next DEIS must reflect this. 

The next version of the DEIS must reflect serious consideration given to comments by the public 
and other agencies.  It must include a budget of what each project will cost—to build and to 
maintain and a realistic timeline that indicates how much disruption there may be to park users.  
It must take into serious consideration the reality of climate change and sea level rise.    

It must reflect alternatives to choices being put forth again and again, in spite of public 
opposition. The numerous studies required to provide satisfactory data for thoughtful decision-
making are costly. We don’t want to spend more tax dollars to study projects that are not even 
wanted by the people. That is so wasteful.  

For well over four years now, taxpayers of Honolulu have expressed their desire for more 
prudent, practical plans for the People’s Park.  Keep it clean and green, safe for the people so 
they can stay healthy by using the park.  Do not waste our tax dollars on unnecessary actions. 

Sincerely, 

Sharlene Chun-Lum 
99-546 Iwaiwa Street, Aiea, Hawaii 96701 
 
Attach:  DEIS response  
 

August 20, 2018 

 

To: Mayor Kirk Caldwell kcaldwell@honolulu.gov 

      Robert Kroning, Director, Design and Construction kroning@honolulu.gov 

      Joanne E. Hiramatsu, Belt Collins Hawaii LLC jhiramatsu@bchdesign.com  

Aloha Kakou, 

I am writing in response to the City & County of Honolulu Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS) for the repair and renovations planned for Ala Moana Regional Park (AMRP), the 
“People’s Park,” released to the public on July 8, 2018.   

However, before responding to the DEIS, I must protest that this 904-page document goes 
against the spirit of the laws currently being adopted by the Office Of Environmental Controls as 
Hawaii Administrative Rules (HAR) Title 11 Chapter 200.1, “Environmental Impact Statement 
Rules.”   Specifically, I refer to (b) and (c) (1-3). 

Historical note:  This chapter is based substantially upon chapter 11-200. [Eff 12/6/85; am and comp AUG 
31 1996; am 2007; R ]  

PURPOSE §11-200.1-1 Purpose.  

(a) Chapter 343, Hawaii Revised Statutes (HRS), establishes a system of environmental review at the 
state and county levels that shall ensure that environmental concerns are given appropriate 
consideration in decision-making along with economic and technical considerations. The purpose of 
this chapter is to provide agencies and persons with procedures, specifications regarding the contents 
of environmental assessments and environmental impact statements, and criteria and definitions of 
statewide application.  

(b) EAs and EISs are meaningless without the conscientious application of the environmental review 
process as a whole, and shall not be merely a self-serving recitation of benefits and a rationalization of 
the proposed action. Agencies and applicants shall ensure that EAs and EISs are prepared at the 
earliest opportunity in the planning and decision-making process. This shall assure an early, open 
forum for discussion of adverse effects and available alternatives, and that the decision-makers will be 
enlightened to any environmental consequences of the proposed action prior to decision making. 

(c) In preparing any document, proposing agencies and applicants shall: 

(1) Make every effort to convey the required information succinctly in a form easily 
understood, both by members of the public and by government decision-makers, giving attention to 
the substance of the information conveyed rather than to the particular form, or length, of the 
document; 

(2) Take care to concentrate on important issues and to ensure that the document remains 
essentially self-contained, capable of being understood by the reader without the need for undue cross-
references; and 

(3) Conduct any required consultation as mutual, open and direct, two-way communication, in 
good faith, to secure the meaningful participation of agencies and the public in the environmental 
review process. [Eff ] (Auth: HRS §§343-5, 343-6) (Imp: HRS §§343-1, 343-6) 

Appendix A - Comments and Responses - Individual Stakeholders and Park Users 
580



Consider the guidance of (c ) (1) and (2).  The length of the DEIS and the difficulty in getting 
access to a hard copy make it unfriendly to the public.  Downloading 904 pages is onerous and 
off-putting.  Not everyone has a computer at home to read over the document.  Many who 
frequent Ala Moana Beach Park do not.  Libraries have a limit of one hour per user.  Most 
people aren’t speed-readers.   

Guidance in (c) (3) “Conduct any required consultation as mutual, open and direct, two-way 
communication, in good faith, to secure meaningful participation of agencies and the public in 
the environmental review process, ” has been ignored in this process as no informational 
meeting was held by the City on the DEIS.   

The plan is estimated to cost $144 million (in 2016 dollars) and contains 20 Proposed Actions, 
some of which (like the Dog Park 2.3.1) were not in the EISPN or described in any of the 
previous meetings.  How is this in keeping with (c) (3)? 

It should also be noted that the City’s last informational meeting was held on January 29, 2018, 
a full week after the deadline for the public to comment on the plan.  So in reality, the existing 
rules were violated when no meeting that could have produced responses within the allowed 
period was held for the EISPN.   

This plan flies in the face of (b), which cautions against being a “self-serving recitation of 
benefits and a rationalization of the proposed action.”  While the City asserts it is in compliance 
of HAR 11-200 in the introduction 2.1, the revisions to this administrative rule were made public 
two months before the DEIS came out and some are just adjustments to existing practice.  If the 
new rules reflect good practice in keeping the public engaged, why does the City Administration 
choose to ignore them and keep the public largely in the dark? 

 

The DEIS should keep the health of our beach users in mind 

Regarding the DEIS, Chapter 1:  Purpose and Need, acknowledges that Ala Moana Beach Park 
(AMBP) or Ala Moana Park (AMP)…”is vastly known for its ocean recreational activities and 
spacious open space for picnicking and land recreational activities.”  Originally known as Kālia, 
this beautiful beach is what endears this park to the People. On any given day, there are people 
safely swimming, body boarding, surfing, kayaking, stand up paddling, canoe paddling, 
snorkeling, water exercise including walking from Magic Island to Kewalo, SUP yoga, and 
fishing from the shore or the reef, to name a few. The sandy beach and shoreline offers park 
users opportunities to build sand castles, sun bathe, collect seashells, jog or walk, picnic, read, 
meditate, fish, watch the sunrise or sunset, etc.  

The City has many other parks where people can recreate in other ways. Any plans for this 
park’s improvement must prioritize the major function (asset) of the park—access to and use of 
the beach.  Ensuring that the ocean is clean and not polluted for the health and safety of its 
users should be paramount.   

There is very little in the DEIS that addresses this.  In fact, the proposed addition of a Dog Park, 
2.3.1, will contribute to pollution of the ocean and beach.  It will attract more people to the park 
with dogs who may not remain in the enclosed area, but venture to the beach.  As it is now, 
even with the posted signs that state no animals allowed, people bring their dogs on- and off-
leash to the sand and ocean where their feces can contribute to diseases for humans as well as 

the marine creatures. There is little enforcement of the current rules and, with increased use by 
dog owners, the problem will only get worse.  I’ve included two website for you to visit and 
provided this is a brief excerpt from the first website:  

Water-borne diseases.   People who swim in water frequented by any animals (or people, for that matter) 
can be exposed to water-borne diseases such as Cryptosporidium (covered separately above because it is 
also spread by contact with the stool of infected animals), Giardia, Shigella and E.coli. The symptoms can 
vary based on the infection, but can include diarrhea, vomiting and stomach cramps.  

(see https://www.avma.org/public/PetCare/Documents/disease_risks_dogs.pdf and https://www.mass.gov/info-
details/pet-waste-and-bathing-beaches) 
Keeping the People’s Park safe is not being addressed by Proposed Action 2.3.6 

Chapter 1.3.1 acknowledges, “the City, primarily, has a commitment to public safety while 
restoring historical and popular features...” The Proposed Action 2.3.6, Makai Shared Use Path 
(called the Promenade in the EISPN) does not reflect this.  Plans for improvement should keep 
the park usable and convenient for local families, not diminish their ability to enjoy the park. 

In its current state, the sidewalk is sufficient for pedestrians and joggers, who look out for each 
other. Less safe are the bikers and Segway riders in groups, as well as skate boarders, who 
create a hazard for others.  

People who use the beach frequently have items to carry—surf boards and paddles, inflatable 
tubes, beach toys, fishing gear, nets, kayaks, canoes, exercise equipment, towels, umbrellas, 
etc.  If the sidewalk is widened as suggested, it will create more dangerous situations, especially 
as people, who are trying to get to the beach with their “stuff” from the mauka or makai side, 
may be hit by those bike or Segway riders who may be riding side by side, taking video with 
their iphones, on the widened “path.” Should an accident occur between a jogger or pedestrian 
and such vehicles, the City may face a lawsuit for having willfully created the conditions for 
accidents to happen.  

The proposed path improvement pictured in Fig. 2-8 shows concrete replacing areas where 
there are now grass and trees.  Despite the DEIS relating issues with sea level rise, these plans 
will further harden and increase the impervious surfaces. There may be more flooding of the 
streets during King tides.  Also studies show that climate change along with more cement 
versus grass causes areas to become hotter.  Lots of keiki with burnt feet!   

Moreover, widening the path comes at the expense of removing the grassy areas where local 
families like to picnic or rest under the trees. The DEIS on page 2-21, lines 17 to 24, talks about 
the kinds of shared use that currently exists.  However, Figure 2-8, Widen Shared-Use Path, on 
page 2-24, shows most of the grassy area gone with sterile benches where local families like to 
picnic (observed in 2-21, lines 23-24) or surfers put down their boards to wax them.  The use 
shown is more passive, sitting on benches and looking at the sunset (page 2-21, line 36 and 2-
22, line 1), not using the beach or picnicking.   

Its ironic that all the people in the Figure 2-8 are wearing street clothes to the beach. Everyone 
has shoes on, so they won’t feel the heat of the cement or sand between their toes.  And not a 
single bike, Segway or skateboarder is in sight, perhaps because it would draw attention to the 
hazards of shared use.  Imagine someone trying to cross the hot cement carrying beach 
equipment while having to dodge through Segways, bikers, skateboarders, etc. Is that sharing 
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or is that setting up park users to face hazardous situations, possible confrontations and 
perhaps lawsuits?  

Also missing from Figure 2-8 are cars.  Despite heralding the concession of keeping most of the 
Makai side parking, the benches and planters pictured will make it difficult for people parking the 
makai side to exit from their doors closest to the beach.  And if they are carrying beach 
equipment, they will need to unload from the active roadside.  This is less safe than the current 
situation with the grassy strip. 

DEIS Proposed Action 2.3.5—Perpendicular parking is unsafe, costly and unnecessary.   
 
Converting a large portion of the Mauka parking to perpendicular mode is unsafe, costly, 
disruptive to traffic and to the environment, and unnecessary. 
 
Table 2-2, Proposed and Existing Parking Count (Public Parking), outlines an increase of 234 
parking spaces.  Yet, the traffic study in Appendix C for the DEIS (discussed in Section 3.9) 
found that on weekdays, 53 more spaces would provide optimal parking while on the weekend 
113 more spaces would be optimal.  Hence, the proposal exceeds the need by over 100%. 
 
Perpendicular parking requires twice as much space length-wise, requiring the permanent 
elimination of significant grassy areas and removal of trees, and disruption due to roadwork on 
Ala Moana Park Drive.  It would also require disturbing irrigation systems currently in place.  We 
need more green space, not more asphalt. And the Mauka lawn is where families, school and 
church groups seek permits so they can hold birthday parties, reunions, and special events.   
 
Perpendicular parking is more dangerous because line of sight is difficult with cars backing into 
oncoming traffic, pedestrians, and bikers. Why spend taxpayer’s dollars to create a hazardous 
situation that may also lead to lawsuits for negligence on the City’s part? 
 
If any part of this plan is executed, the City should start with the keyhole area, which will yield 
103 more spaces, 200% what is needed on weekdays and 93% of optima on the 
weekends.  This would be the least disruptive to the grassy areas and traffic going through the 
park during construction.  However, special trees would still be affected. 
 
Then, rather than just collecting cursory data as was done for the DEIS, gather data for a year to 
determine if this is sufficient for the overflow parking needed on weekends and at special events 
before incurring the additional expense of Tax payer dollars, disruption to the traffic in the park, 
and permanent loss of green space in the mauka lawn.  
 
A low-cost, time-effective alternative to more parking is to schedule a City bus through the park 
during peak use times (Weekends, special events) that would utilize already existing resources 
without the disruptions and extensive cost. 

 
Finally, on parking, if this is truly is a plan for the future, the number of park users coming in by 
Rail, bike or on foot from buildings across the street versus cars should also be taken into 
consideration before making more parking spaces because those users would not require 
parking.   
 
Final Comments 

 
There are other areas I could critique, however, given the lack of quality studies and 
communication, I move to recommend the only alternative one can choose—DEIS 2.7.1., No 
Action Alternative, described on 2-43.     
 
With this alternative, the following could still be implemented to improve the function of the park 
and preserve the beauty of the natural environment: 

o Continue to maintain and repair the sidewalks and grassy areas,  
o Increase maintenance of showers and bathrooms, 
o Replace the shower near Life Guard tower 1C. 
o Provide more sturdy, attractive trash receptacles and charcoal disposal areas to prevent 

littering   
o Post the Ranger’s contact number on the blue signs so people can report violations 

when they see them. (You can even put it on a sticker to adhere to the existing sign so 
no need to reprint the whole sign) 

o Have better signage for the park at entrances and near the concessions.  For example, 
have a map and directory that highlight where the sandy beaches are, where the rocky 
areas are for fish and observing sea life, tennis courts, etc.  Simple reminders of 
courtesy and kuleana would help. 

Please preserve Ala Moana Beach Park as the treasure it is, a green and blue oasis for all the 
people of Hawai`i to maintain their health and well-being, while keeping faithful to local culture 
and traditions.   Keep Ala Moana Beach Park the People’s Park, with our safety and local 
traditions in mind.   

Sincerely, 

Shar Chun-Lum 

Shar Chun-Lum 

99-546 Iwaiwa Street, Aiea, HI 96701  
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Rebecca Choi

From: Shaun Chow <shaunchow00@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 12:44 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park - 2nd Draft EIS Comment

As a Makiki resident, I think that the idea of creating a new dog park at ala moana beach park is very appealing. The 
addition of a dog park is a low cost solution to bringing more of the local population to the park. The change will have a 
minimal impact on available parking spaces and will maintain the integrity of the original layout of the park. I believe 
that there are many other residents of Oahu that would enjoy the benefits of a dog park at ala moana beach park, not 
just residents or nearby high-rises. 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: shelonearth@gmail.com on behalf of Shelley Choy <shelley@honoluluyoga.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2018 10:54 PM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov
Cc: rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: DEIS - Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvement

Dear Mayor Caldwell, 

While I appreciate your attempt to improve the crown jewel of our Honolulu parks, Ala Moana and Magic 
Island, I feel I must add my voice to the already powerful and ever-growing opposition to the proposed 
changes. In my eyes, what is paramount is that the park's condition be improved without destroying the 
natural and user-friendly aspects of the park. I fear that the proposed changes are being made with the 
owners of the luxury condos in mind, rather than the local people of Hawaii. Numerous times, numerous 
voices have spoken out against these plans, but it seems that our voices are landing on deaf ears. I 
implore you to listen to what we are saying. 

On any given day of every single year, you can see how the people use the park. We picnic, we surf, we 
play in the ocean and sand, we relax on the beach, we sit on the benches or under the trees and spend 
time alone or with friends and family, we day dream, we are nourished by the splendor and beauty of the 
ocean. It is fantastic and we appreciate the park as it is. All the park really needs is some additional 
parking, regular grounds maintenance and beautification, and security patrols. 

Specifically, here are my comments on the proposed "improvements":

1 - Perpendicular Parking (PP) - Already the people have vehemently expressed their opposition to PP due 
to safety concerns. It is simply a bad idea. It will be both hazardous to drivers and pedestrians alike. Also, 
I am strongly opposed to the removal of trees and grass to make way for PP. Solution is to just limit new 
parking to the 113 stalls recommended in the parking study. Do NOT create the loading and unloading 
zones which is another bad idea. 

2 - Widening of the Promenade - I am equally and strongly opposed to the proposed widening of the so-
called "promenade." This is NOT how we use the park! Adding more pavement will only increase run-off, 
heat, and cause significant conflict between pedestrians and bicyclists, let alone, and god forbid, segway-
riders! Grass and trees will have to be eliminated; this is moving in the complete wrong direction. Trees in 
planters are a paltry, token solution. Leave the grass and trees as they are. People who ride bikes to the 
park should park them in designated areas and use the park by WALKING. Segways should not be allowed 
in the park, period. The walkway should NOT be mixed-use, that will only create problems and accidents. 

3 - We do NOT need or want a Dog Park. This is not an appropriate and safe use for the park. The primary 
focus and attraction should be the beach and ocean, the grass and trees....this is what a park is. Please 
strike this idea from the plan. 

4 - There should be NO concessions that rent paddle boards, surfboards, segways, bikes, or the like. No 
commercial operations in the park. 

I look forward to the revised plan which incorporates the will of the people of Hawaii that you serve. 
Please do not let us down again. Ala Moana Park and Magic Island are dear to our hearts. We are 
determined to work so that they remain as they are for the people who love them. 

Sincerely, 
Shelley Choy 
shelonearth@gmail.com
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Cannot decipher writing. Same response as others on this list.
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Rebecca Choi

From: Patel, Shilpa <shilpa.patel@kapiolani.org>
Sent: Monday, March 18, 2019 6:22 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Inclusive playground in Ala Moana beach park

Hello, 
I am writing to relay how very important it is that ALL the children of Hawaii have a playground that is inclusive and 
safe.  A playground that achieves this allows children  with and without special needs AND their parents to foster the 
type of ohana and aloha that we purport to support as part of our culture here in Honolulu.  
 
The thoughtful planning that includes the primary stakeholders: children and parents, will result in a gem that will have 
many positive unintended effects.  I urge you to consider the following items in your consideration: 
 
1.  1 in 7 kids  have disabilities, often invisible, that prevent them from  accessing play opportunities in traditionally 
designed playgrounds.  The proposed inclusive playground has been designed by local children with the needs of all 
children in mind.  It will be a place where everyone belongs, finally making Ala Moana Beach Park truly  "(All) The 
People's Park" 
 
2.  The proposed location is in an unactivated part of the park, and will cover less than 1% of park acreage 
 
3.  It will be privately funded through community donations  and then gifted back to the City. 
 
4.  A playground is suitable use for a public park, especially one that allow all children to play together. 
 
There is no apparent reason why this park should not be supported. 
Thank you, 
Dr Shilpa Patel 
 
Shilpa J. Patel, MD 
Pediatric Hospitalist, Kapi’olani Medical Center for Women & Children 
Physician Liaison, Quality & Patient Safety, Hawai‘i Pacific Health 
Associate Professor, Pediatrics, University of Hawai‘i John A. Burns School of MedicineH 
 
 

Confidentiality Notice: This e-mail message, including any attachments, is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) 
and may contain confidential and privileged information. Unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is 
prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of the 
original message.  
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Rebecca Choi

From: Stacey Carvalho <auhealani@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2019 10:49 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Help Our Inclusive Playground

To Whom it may concern, 
 Aloha, My name is Stacey Carvalho a proud mother of a Medically fragile child name Kodah. Just a little back ground on 
Kodah he is on a ventilator, eats through a g-tube and has a wheelchair for mobility. I know it's sounds like a lot, you 
probably assume that he stays in his hospital bed all day because of all his needs and equipment. But let me shed a little 
light on what most of us medically fragile parents do, we take our kids out into the real world "Yes" its true even with all 
our children's needs.  We just want them to be normal kids, doing things normal kids do. This Inclusive park will give our 
children the freedom to enjoy the little things in life many of us take for granted. It will open new doors for siblings to 
play together, for moms and dads to see joy on their children's face and for the community to see that people with 
disability can be normal with a little accommodations. Thank you for your time!!! 
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August 21, 2018 

Mayor Kirk Caldwell,  
530 South King St., 3rd Floor,  
Honolulu, HI 96813 

Re: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements – Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS) 

Mayor Caldwell, 

Thank you for your efforts to improve Honolulu's parks, including our beloved Ala Moana Park and 
Magic Island.  While some of the proposed actions in the DEIS are welcome, there are a few that 
concerns me because they will make the park less safe and destroy the local character and culture of 
Ala Moana.

1. Reconfiguring parking on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive to add more stalls,  
 perpendicular stalls (DEIS pg 2-6, 2-17). 

 a.Perpendicular parking stalls are unsafe 

Perpendicular stalls were proposed in the Environmental Impact Statement Preparation Notice 
(EISPN pg 11), published in December 2017, and were vehemently opposed by the public because 
they would create serious safety issues.  So, why are they still included in the DEIS (178 stalls, 
DEIS pg 2-18)?  Ala Moana Park Drive is not a parking lot.  It's a thoroughfare, with consistent and 
sometimes heavy traffic so backing out into traffic from perpendicular stalls creates a dangerous 
situation for motorists, bicyclists, and pedestrians. Furthermore, Ala Moana Park Drive has two-way 
traffic and is poorly lit after sunset so the danger is even more.  

Although one design goal of the park revitalization is to create more parking, hence the 
development of perpendicular stalls, this should not be implemented if public safety is 
compromised.  Public safety should be first and foremost, and it’s one of the top policies of 
Complete Streets, City Ordinance 12-15, which was adopted in 2012.  Creating perpendicular 
parking stalls along Ala Moana Park Drive clearly is not in alignment with the Complete Streets 
policy.

 b. Perpendicular stalls will impede traffic flow 

Cars backing out of perpendicular stalls on Ala Moana Park Drive will seriously impede traffic flow.  
Traffic will come to a stop as it waits for cars trying to exit the stalls and the situation is even more 
unsafe because Ala Moana Park Drive is a two way thoroughfare so cars could exit the parking 
stalls trying to go in either direction.   

 c. Planned perpendicular stalls will increase storm water runoff 

The grass surfaces that currently exist in the proposed areas for the perpendicular stalls are 
pervious and enable storm water to penetrate the ground, which reduces runoff and also provides 
fresh water to irrigate the trees and vegetation.  Replacing this pervious surface with asphalt and 
concrete will lead to more storm water runoff, and without a drainage system in Ala Moana Park, 
the additional runoff could contaminate the environment, including the nearshore waters. Also, 
given that “there are no specific storm water quality projects included in the master plan” (DEIS, pg 
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3-31), it’s clear that the impacts of the additional runoff have been trivialized.  No studies on the 
potential effects of the additional runoff created by the perpendicular stalls have been completed. 
What kinds of nonpoint source pollutants are present in the storm runoff and what are their potential 
effects on the people, environment, and biota? 

2. Increasing the number of parking stalls in the park will increase park usage and could 
 impact park resources and the nearshore environment 

a. Increased park usage will stress the park resources, the park environment, and possibly the 
nearshore environment.  

The proposed park plan will create 234 additional parking stalls (pg 2-18).  The Parking Occupancy 
Study (DEIS appendix C) which is discussed in DEIS Section 3.9 found that on weekdays, 53 more 
spaces would be adequate while on the weekend 113 more spaces would be needed.  Hence, the 
proposed increase of 234 more stalls exceeds the need by over 100%.  This increase might be 
excessive, such that park usage will exceed a sustainable carrying capacity. 

As an alternative to increasing the parking stalls by 234, how about expanding the Keyhole parking 
lot, which will add 103 parking stalls (DEIS, pg 2-18) and eliminate the loading/unloading stalls on 
both sides of the crosswalks which will add 10 stalls.  Doing so will increase the parking stalls to 
113 which is the amount recommended from the parking study.  Then, if after a trial period, 
additional parking stall are deemed necessary they can be built.  

While no studies on the carrying capacity have been completed, it’s clear that with more people 
using the park there will be increased burdens on Emergency Services and Ocean Safety.  The 
effects on other resources, the park environment, and nearshore environment are not known 
because an assessment has not been completed. 

b.The installation of more asphalt and concrete will result in Heat Island Effects and which will  
  increase the temperature of the park and beach areas 

With it’s low albedo, asphalt and to a lesser extent concrete, will absorb light and radiate a lot of 
heat and heat-up the park environment, making it hotter and less comfortable.   

 c. Loading and unloading zones (DEIS pg 2-18, line 5) will not work 

Loading/unloading zones will be impossible to enforce and will place additional burdens on the Park 
Rangers and others involved in enforcing park rules.  Secondly, after unloading their supplies, 
beach users will still have to find parking, which could be far from the unloading zone. This is 
inconvenient and a complete waste of time.  Given the parking situation in Ala Moana, employing 
loading/unloading zones is illogical and impractical.  

 d. Expansion of parking lot on Magic Island (DEIS 2.3.5, pg 2-17, 2-18) 

The expansion of the parking lot on Magic Island by 38 stalls (DEIS, pg 2-18) will remove invaluable 
green spaces that park users value for picnics and other activities and also replaces the pervious 
grass with impervious asphalt which might create storm water runoff issues. 

3

3. Widening the shared-use-path along the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive (DEIS pg 2-6)  

a. The current Makai path (sidewalk) should not be a shared-use path 

Pedestrians and wheeled vehicles on the same path is dangerous and creates  
  tension between pedestrians and wheeled vehicles, such as bicyclists. 

Wheeled vehicles on a path which includes lots of people inattentively walking shoulder to shoulder 
and with kids playing should not be allowed.  The makai path should be used for pedestrians only, 
just as in Waikiki and business districts where there are lots of pedestrians.  It’s been proposed to 
paint lines on the path to separate the pedestrians and wheeled vehicles, but it will be impossible to 
have pedestrians and wheeled vehicles ‘stay in their own lanes.’   

b. Widening of the shared-use path has been previously rejected 

Widening of the promenade was proposed in the Environmental Impact Statement Preparation 
Notice (EISPN pg 11) but was vehemently opposed by the public at the McCoy Pavilion meetings 
and this opposition was supported by the City Council with adoption of Bill 16, CD2, Project 
#1998107 in early 2018.  So, why is widening of the promenade, now referred to as a 'shared-use 
path' in the DEIS still being proposed? The claim in the DEIS,  “During the scoping meetings, the 
public asked for a wider and shaded pathway” (DEIS, pg 2-21, line 33) is a ‘false’ claim and 
contradicts what “The People” have demanded since 2015.  People want to keep the Park’s local 
character (DEIS, pg 1-5, line 39) and have no “desire to upscale the Park with modern design and 
added structures (DEIS, pg 1-6, line 1).  Because the DEIS claim that people want a wider pathway 
and the proposed designs of the widened shared-use path (DEIS, fig 2-8, pg 2-24) will destroy the 
‘local character’ of the park, the proposed widening plans should not be implemented.    

c. Removal of the grass strip on the shared-use path will negatively impact the local character of the 
 park and the longstanding local park culture  

The conceptual figures in the DEIS (fig 2-8) show widening of the existing makai path (sidewalk) 
and removal of the grassy strip that runs along it.  As stated in the DEIS, the "goal for the 
revitalization is to maintain and improve the grounds and facilities while remaining true to it's local 
character as 'The People's Park.'" (DEIS, pg 1-6, 2-45).  The grassy strip is one of the most 
important features of Ala Moana that defines it's local character. That local character is defined by 
the physical features of the park but more importantly by how residents use the park.  For 
generations, local families have used and enjoyed the grassy strip which is more than just a strip of 
grass; it’s a cultural landscape.  Removing the grassy strip will destroy both the ‘local character’ and 
a longstanding local tradition of the park. Keep the grassy strip.  No other park in the world has this 
feature.  It’s unique and should be preserved and treasured, not destroyed for something that every 
other city has built.   

One important premise for the development of Ala Moana was to create a park to enrich the lives of 
people and to build a sense of community. 1 Today, groups of people, related and not, gather on the 
grassy strip to picnic and socialize, demonstrating just how important the grass strip is for building a 
sense of community.  

If we save and maintain the ‘local character’ of the park, decades from now future park users will 
applaud us.  Imagine what Ala Moana would be like today, if our forebearers allowed the 
development of Magic Island into the resorts proposed in the 50s, 60s and 70s. Without their 
wisdom to oppose overdevelopment, the beautiful space that everyone enjoys and treasures today  

1Weyeneth, Robert 1987. Ala Moana:  The People’s Park. Prepared for: Department of Parks and Recreation. 
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would not exist. We are the benefactors of their foresight and wisdom, so like them, it is our 
fiduciary responsibility to leave a legacy, Ala Moana, that future generations will treasure. 

d.The grassy surface is a cool pervious surface, unlike the proposed concrete surfaces (DEIS, fig 2-8) 

As with most beach parks in Hawaii, Ala Moana can get hot and uncomfortable. Park users 
definitely want shade and a cooler environment. In fact, one of the prime reasons for residents to go 
to the beach is to ‘cool off’ in the water.  Replacing the grass with concrete will create a hotter 
surface and make the park experience less pleasant.   

On the hot days, the concrete at Ala Moana can get pretty hot, so much so that adults and children 
in barefeet can get burned.

e.Unlike the existing grassy strip which is a pervious surface, the proposed  
 concrete surfaces for the shared-use path (DEIS, 2.3.6, fig 2-7, 2-8 ) are impervious and will 
 lead to more storm water runoff. 

f. When families picnic on the grassy strip it provides a convenient, close and great vantage point for  
 parents to watch their kids swim or play, ensuring that they have a safe day at the beach.  
 Keep the grassy strip for the safety of the kids.  

 g. The benches and planters depicted in DEIS(figure 2-8, pg 2-24) will impeded access to the  
  beach, and make it especially difficult for persons parked on the makai parallel stalls to  
  unload their beach supplies and perhaps even open their car doors on the makai side of their  
  cars.  

The DEIS mentions that the tents that families pitch on the grassy strip impedes people on the 
mauka side from getting to the beach (pg 1-16, line 9).  This statement misrepresents the true 
situation in the park and is a “false-claim.”   On the vast majority of days the grassy strip isn't 
densely lined with tents, and there are times when there are no tents at all.  Clearly, the scoping 
that was done to evaluate the grassy strip was cursory, and frankly, seems to be biased against 
allowing tents on the grass strip.   

There are two days, such as the Fourth of July and the Lantern Festival when the park is full and 
lots of tents are pitched, but these are only 2 out of 365 days.  Much more obstructive are the 
proposed planters and benches (DEIS, fig 2-8), which will permanently block access to beach from 
the mauka side.  The tents are far, far less obstructive and more importantly they are part of the 
‘local character’ of Ala Moana that the revitalization project is supposed to preserve.   

4. A dog park near Kewalo Basin (DEUS p 2-6) will produce significant human safety and health  
 problems  

 a. Safety hazard 
The proposed location of a dog park at the Kamakee entrance will entice some dog owners to take 
their dogs to the beach and for walks on the makai path. It's very likely that this will increase the 
problem of dogs in the park and beach.  Posted signs say ‘no animals’ in the park, but because of 
poor enforcement of park rules, more and more dog owners have been bringing their dogs to the 
park, some unleashed running on the sand, some swimming in the channel, and some even taking 
showers with other bathers. With so many dogs and kids in the park, there is a significant chance 
that someone will get seriously injured.    

5

 b. Environmental pollution from dog feces 

With dogs come dog feces and some irresponsible dog owners who won’t picked up after their dogs 
(DEIS pg 2-8).   At Ala Moana, some owners have been so irresponsible as to leave the feces in the 
sand where beachgoers lay or kids play.  Dog feces is not innocuous.  In 1991, the Environmental  
Protection Agency labeled it as a nonpoint source pollutant, placing in the same category as 
herbicides, insecticides, oil, grease, and toxic chemicals (National Management Measures to 
Control Nonpoint Source Pollution from Urban Areas, Management Measure 9, Pollution 
Prevention, November 2005, www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015-
09/documents/urban_ch09.pdf).

 c. Health risk from dog feces 

Dog feces poses serious health risk and is a source of a few zoonotic disease including 
Campylobacteriosis, tapeworm, hookworm, roundworm (www.cdc.gov/healthypets/pets/dogs.html).
Hookworms might be particularly relevant at the park and beach.  People become infected with 
hookworms while walking barefoot, kneeling, or sitting on ground contaminated with the stool of 
infected animals which is what people and kids commonly do at the park and beach.     

Given that not all dog owners will be responsible and pick up after their dogs in the proposed dog 
park, fecal matter will probably be in the storm water runoff.  Where this runoff travels to and 
eventually becomes distributed is not known so pathogens could get spread into wider areas than 
just within the dog park; possibly even into Kewalo Basin which is close by. 

From time to time monk seals have been seen in the reef waters just outside the swim channel.  
While it’s not known if monk seals are susceptible to pathogens present in dog feces, since it’s the 
country’s most endangered mammal the most prudent action is to avoid contamination of nearshore 
waters with dog feces so a dog park should not be located in any area where there’s a potential for 
contaminating nearshore waters. 

5. The Kamakee Street entrance should not be enhanced as proposed (DEIS, pg 2-6, sec 2.3.8) 

There’s no sound reason for the enhancement (DEIS 2.3.8, pg 2-27).  The conceptual drawing (fig 
2-10) is too grandiose with palm trees and portals.  The public knows where the park entrance is 
and the proposed portals will reduce the open views of that street corner which will interfere with 
driver’s views.

If work is to be done, scale back the design and reduce the cost for construction and maintenance. 
An updated park sign and perhaps a designed wall would be adequate.   

6. The High Spot area is not underutilized as described in the DEIS (2.3.13, pg 2-35, line 7)

This is another conclusion in DEIS that misrepresents what is occurring, and demonstrates that 
some studies for the DEIS were cursory and inadequate.  On most weekday afternoons and every 
weekend, the high spot area is busy with lots of families picnicking and kids playing.   

One proposal in the DEIS is to develop the high spot area as a venue for events or programming 
(DEIS, pg 2-35, line 16).  Given how heavily used this area is, such organized events would reduce 
the opportunities of residents to use it and would displace them.  As such, the high spot area should 
not be developed for programming and events. 
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7. Sand replenishment studies were too cursory and inadequate 

While replenishing the sand would be welcomed by beachgoers, the environmental studies 
to determine the effect of sand nourishment on the Ala Moana environment were too cursory 
(Appendix F, G).   For example, the water chemistry study was performed only on one day, April 30, 
2018, and did not account for seasonal variations and the effects of sometimes large shoreline 
wave actions, as a result of sea level rising, and that occur when energy from large waves breaking 
on the outside reef generates larger than normal waves breaking on the shoreline.  On those days, 
the turbidity of the nearshore waters is exceedingly high.   

With sea level rising, and since the sand on the beach is not part of a natural cycle of 
replenishment, the nourished beach will probably get eroded sooner than the predicted and 
unsubstantiated nourishment intervals reported in the DEIS (Appendix G, pg 59). It is fiscally 
irresponsible to proceed with a project that cost millions of dollars if the outcome lasts for only for a 
short time.

Furthermore, the environmental impacts of this accelerated erosion are not known. Would the 
erosion harm the Hawaiian seagrass that’s in the swim channel floor and which is a food source for 
the juvenile green sea turtles often seen in the swim channel.  The DEIS states, “Care should be 
taken however in the placement of new sand to ensure that it does not cover any existing seagrass 
beds” (Appendix F, pg 11).  Thus, covering the seagrass with sand could have negative 
environmental repercussions.  The report assumes that the effects of the erosion of a nourished 
beach are trivial but there is no data to substantiate this assumption.    

The survey of nearshore fish did not report the seasonal schools of juvenile fish including mullet, 
aholehole, and sardines that inhabit the rocky beach shoreline so clearly the study was cursory and 
inadequate.  It’s likely that the rocky shoreline is a sanctuary from predators so it functions as a kind 
of nursery.  The effects of burying the rocky shoreline harboring these kinds of juvenile fish and 
other organisms have not been addressed.  Furthermore, whether or not there are effects on 
nocturnal fish and biota, some seasonal, have also not been addressed. 

8. Playground 

I question the need for a playground.  Kids can go to a neighborhood park for a playground.  When 
they come to Ala Moana they picnic, swim, play in the fields; there’s no need for a playground.  It’s 
not the best use of the limited park space. 

9.Cost of revitalization project 

   The cost of the park project is projected to be $144 million, in 2016 dollars (DEIS, 2.6, pg 2-43).   
Rather than transform the park, the park project should be focused on fixing and maintaining the 
facilities and grounds. The City should scale down it’s expectations.  It’s fiscally irresponsible for the 
City to spend so much money at a time when the need is great in so many other areas such as rail, 
aging infrastructure, affordable housing, homelessness, sustainability and so on.  

10. The City has repeatedly said that the goal of the park project is to revitalize the park for the  
 next ’50 years,’ but there is no evidence that the proposed master plan will meet the needs  
 and desires of future park users 

What evidence is there that, as it exists today, the park will not be useful and appreciated 50 years 
from now or that the proposed designs in the DEIS will be adequate and more importantly 
applauded.  The proposed actions undervalues the ‘local character’ and local cultural landscape of 
the park by not giving enough credence to the fact that the ‘local character’ of the park is defined by 

7

how people use the park.  Some proposed actions will change how people use the park and in so 
doing destroy it’s ‘local character’ and some longstanding local traditions.  

Lastly, I’m certain that you treasure Ala Moana, as do all residents of Honolulu.  But, please recognize 
that the park has an important role in the lives of local residents, not just as a place of recreation but as 
a cultural landscape with longstanding local traditions.  Don’t destroy these traditions. Please keep Ala 
Moana, “The People’s Park.” 

Sincerely,

Stan Sakai 
Email:  stansakai154@gmail.com 

cc: Robert Kroning Department of Design and Construction, City and County of Honolulu,        
      rkroning@honolulu.gov 
cc: Joanne Hiramatsu, Belt Collins Hawaii, LLC,  jhiramatsu@bchdesign.com 
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March 25, 2019 
 
 
1695 Hoolana Place 
Pearl City, HI 96782 
 
Mayor Kirk Caldwell,  
530 South King St., 3rd Floor,  
Honolulu, HI 96813 
 

Re: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements 

 Second Draft Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS) 
 
 
Mayor Caldwell, 
 
While some of the proposed actions in the SDEIS will be welcomed, there are a few that concerns me and 
many other Honolulu residents. 
 
1. Dog Park (SDEIS 2.3.1) 
 
While dog owners need dog parks, Ala Moana Beach Park is not an appropriate location for a dog park. 
Dogs are not permitted in the park, but because the city ordinance hasn’t been enforced, the population of 
dogs has been increasing.  Furthermore, some dog owners have been letting their dogs run unleashed on 
the beach and even swim in the channel (Figure 1).  Until a couple of years ago, this kind of behavior was 
rarely seen.  Given this recent trend, a dog park within Ala Moana Park will very likely entice even more dog 
owners to take their dogs to the beach which poses serious health and safety risks for beachgoers.  The 
SDEIS does not address whether a dog park within Ala Moana will lead to increased dogs on the beach, 
ocean, and park, creating safety and health risks for beachgoers  
 
Unquestionably, as in many other situations, not all dog owners who frequent Ala Moana pick up their pet’s 
poop (Figure 2), and worse, regular beachgoers have seen some owners irresponsibly hide poop in the 
sand.  Flies are attracted to dog feces (Figure 2) and also food so the food safety of picnickers might be 
at risk if flies that contacted feces eventually end up on food. This poses a serious health risk.   
 
Sand contaminated with feces is a possible source for infections (7).  Many beachgoers, including kids, sit, 
lie, or play in the sand so there can be close and long term contact with contaminated sand, possibly 
leading  to infection by one or more of the infectious agents found in dog feces such as hook worms, round 
worms, tape worms, campylobacter, salmonella, and others 
(https://www.cdc.gov/healthypets/pets/dogs.html). Hookworms, are particularly interesting because people 
become infected while walking barefoot, kneeling, or sitting on ground contaminated with stool of infected 
animals. Since the vast majority of people visiting Ala Moana walk in bare feet and lie on the sand with bare 
skin touching the sand this is a legitimate concern.   
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Figure 1 Unleashed dogs on beach   Figure 2. Flies on dog feces on concrete near outdoor shower 

  
  
In 1991, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) listed dog feces as a non-point source pollutant, in the 
same category as herbicides, insecticides, oil, grease and other toxic chemicals.  The impacts of 
contaminated runoff from the dog park and other areas where feces were left by irresponsible dog owners 
have not been addressed in the SDEIS.   Dog feces can be a major contributor of fecal bacteria to beach 
sites (17), so the risks for humans and marine life in Ala Moana, the adjacent Kewalo Basin, and other 
nearby bodies of water such as the Japanese Pond need to determined before a dog park is constructed. 
 
While dog feces can directly cause illness in humans, it can also have significant environmental impacts.  
When dog waste ends up in water bodies, it decomposes, releasing nutrients such as phosphorus (8 ), 
leading to eutrophication, an algae bloom followed by a die off, reduced oxygen in the water column, then 
subsequent fish kills.  There are bodies of water near to the proposed dog park that could be at risk.   
 
Ideally, a dog park should be close to where dog owners live so they won’t have to drive to a park.  Many of 
the dog owners have been driving to the park with their dogs.  The impacts of the dog park on parking 
within Ala Moana Park has not been addressed in the SDEIS.  Related, the numbers of condos in Kakaako 
have been increasing, so it seems logical to build a dog park on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Blvd.   
Mother Waldron's Neighborhood Park which is underutilized and closer to the condos is worthy of 
consideration.   
 
2. Parking (SDEIS 2.3.5) 
 
Although one goal of the park revitalization is to create more parking, this should not be at the expense of 
public safety.  One of the top policies of Complete Streets, City Ordinance 12-15, is to 'improve safety' 
something which creating perpendicular parking stalls along Ala Moana Park Drive will definitely not do.  Ala 
Moana Park Drive is not a parking lot.  It's a thoroughfare, with very, very poor lighting.  In general, the 
current parallel parking configuration has lower crash rates than angled parking (3,12,13). Perpendicular 
parking creates additional safety issues.  Drivers have poor visibility of oncoming traffic, so backing out of 
perpendicular stalls is dangerous for motorists, bicyclists, and pedestrians (Figure 3).   The increase in 
numbers of parking stalls will increase parking activity which will increase the risks for crashes (11) Before 
changes to the parking configuration is made, risk analyses of proposed parking configurations need to be 
completed within Ala Moana Park, at various times, but especially when park visitation is high.  
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Figure 3. Risks of perpendicular parking configuration 
 
 
To create perpendicular stalls, a substantial amount of grassy areas and trees will be eliminated.  This will 
reduce the open space feeling of the park, something that park users expect of a park.   Trees and pervious 
green space will be replaced with hot and impervious asphalt and concrete.  More impervious surfaces will 
potentially create drainage and runoff control issues.  
 
The reason for increasing the number of parking stalls is to accommodate more visitors.  
However, the carrying capacity of the park hasn’t been defined so it’s not clear if the additional parking and 
more visitors will negatively impact the park environment or the visitors’ experiences.  Another popular 
Oahu beach, Hanauma Bay, has been seriously impacted by too many visitors (5,10). 
After a City Council meeting in 2018, Jim Howe, Director of Emergency Services mentioned that when 
Hanauma Bay had 10,000 visitors a day, the bay was getting ‘polluted’ and Ocean Safety was stretched 
such that there was about 1 death per week.  Will the increased visitors stress the Ala Moana Park 
environment or city services?  Will staffing for Ocean Safety need to be increased because public safety 
risks will rise? 
 
3. Makai Shared-Use Path (SDEIS 2.3.6) 
With the adoption of Ordinance 18-46, this project is not permitted. 
 
 
4. Magic Island (Ala Wai Boat Harbor) Shared-use Path (SDEIS 2.3.10) 
With the adoption of Ordinance 18-46, this project is not permitted. 
 
5. Canoe Halau Crossing (SDEIS 2.3.11) 
With the adoption of Ordinance 18-46, this project is not permitted.   
 
6. Sand Replenishment and Long-Term Beach Nourishment (SDEIS 2.3.14) 
 
The SDEIS studies on sand nourishment are inadequate.  There are limited studies on the impacts on water 
quality, human health, benthic and pelagic fish populations, reef health, threatened/endangered species, 
mollusks, crustaceans, etc. The survey of the marine biota was performed only on one day, April 20, 2018 
which is absurd for a marine biota study.  The marine biota varies seasonally, diurnally, nocturnally, 
crepuscularly, etc.  Additionally, ecosystems are complex and involve relationships between different 
species.  An impact on one species can have profound effects on many other species that are dependent 
on the first species.  These kinds of relationships were not defined in the SDEIS studies.   
 
In the SDEIS, it was reported that “No large individuals that would be considered “food fish” were observed” 
(SDEIS Vol2, pg 462). That no ‘food fish’ were observed invalidates the study.  Fish such as oio, papio, 
moili’I, aholehole, oama, halalu, mullet and sardines are often observed in the swim channel.  As an 
example, I recently saw a fisherwoman catch a 5 lb omilu in the swim channel (Figure 5).  Figures 6 – 8, are 
of food fish (oio, mullet, aholehole) documented in the swim channel.  The photos in figures 6 and 7 were 
taken by me and the photo in figure 8 was provided by Try Scuba Diving Hawaii.  There are large “food fish” 
in the swim channel and local fishermen know this.  Altering this habitat, especially with a lack of 
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understanding of the marine ecosystem evident from the SDEIS marine survey, could negatively impact the 
long standing local tradition and culture of shoreline fishing (Figure 4).  
 

  
Figure 4. Shoreline fishing is a local tradition  Figure 5. Omilu caught in the swim channel 

  
 

   
Figure 6. Large Oio in the swim channel   Figure 7. School of mullet in the swim channel 

   

 

 
Figure 8.  Oio and aholehole in swim channel  

 
The marine biota survey also reported “No fish were observed in the shallow near shore rubble zone” 
(SDEIS, Vol 2, page 462).   As with the report of “food fish,” this poorly executed survey is invalid, because 
it wasn’t comprehensive enough.  Over the last few months, schools of juvenile aholehole, moili’i (Figure 9, 
10) as well as oama have been observed along the rocky shoreline.  The photographs for figures 9 and 10 
were taken by me along the rocky shoreline near the tennis courts.  These schools of juvenile fish probably 
inhabit the rocky shoreline habitat because it provides some protection from larger predators.  Since these 
fish populations can be seasonal, a thorough survey of the marine biota should include seasonal as well as 
diurnal, nocturnal, crepuscular periods when different species are active.  
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Figure 9.  School of moili'i in the rocky shoreline  Figure 10. School of aholehole (1 inch long) in the rocky shoreline 

    
As an area where young food fish mature, the rocky shoreline is an “essential fish habitat” as defined in the 
Sustainable Fisheries Act of 1996, which was an amendment to the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery 
Conservation and Management Act.  One purpose of the Sustainable Fisheries Act is the conservation and 
enhancement of “Essential Fish Habitat.”  Covering this rocky shoreline with sand will destroy this habitat 
which could be a violation of the Sustainable Fisheries Act. 
 
In addition to being an essential fish habitat, the rocky shoreline is a resource for cultural teaching of young 
kids (Figure 11 – 14) so covering the shoreline with sand will destroy a local cultural resource.  
 
 
 

   
Figure  11. Father teaching son about rocky shoreline  Figure 12. People exploring the rocky shoreline 
 
 

   
Figure 13. School kids exploring rocky shoreline   Figure 14. School kids exploring rocky shoreline 
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The offshore marine surveys reported that there weren’t significant populations of fish and other biota 
offshore of Ala Moana.  Figures 15 – 20 were provided by Try Scuba Diving Hawaii, a scuba diving 
company that makes frequent dives off Ala Moana and who have a more extensive knowledge and 
experience of the area than the divers who did the surveys for the SDEIS.  Clearly, there is an abundance 
of marine life, more than was reported in the SDEIS surveys.  
 
Related, Try Scuba Diving Hawaii reported that the diversity of marine life off Waikiki was diminished after 
the sand nourishment project was completed for Waikiki beaches.  This observation might have some 
relevance for the sand replenishment at Ala Moana and could be a warning of dire consequences if the 
project proceeds for Ala Moana. 
 
 

   
Figure 15. School of weke off Magic Island   Figure 16. Manini off Magic Island 
 

   
Figure 17. Aholehole off Magic Island    Figure 18. Trigger fish off Magic Island 
 
 

   
Figure 19. Weke, manini off Magic Island   Figure 20. Needle fish, weke and other species off  
       Magic Island 
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No monk seals were observed during the Sea Engineering survey (SDEIS, Vol 2, Appendix F-1, pg 462).  
But, as reported by many surfers (Figure 21) seals are known to visit areas offshore of Ala Moana Park.   
The effects of offshore sand mining on the seals has not been determine in the SDEIS studies. 
 
 

 
Figure 21. Monk seal near the Courts surf zone. 
 
The Sea Engineering survey (SDEIS, Vol 2, Appendix F-1) also reported no humpback whales offshore of 
Ala Moana, but surfers and boaters have reported sightings (Figure 22, 23).     
 
   

   
Figure 22. Humpback whale offshore Ala Moana.   Figure 23. Breaching whale off Ala Moana. 
 
 
The green sea turtles (Chelonia mydas) is listed as a threatened species under federal and state laws 
(http://dlnr.hawaii.gov/dar/species/sea-turtles/) 
Turtles inhabit the offshore and swim channel areas.  Most in the swim channel 
are juveniles because it’s protected waters and the bed of the swim channel contains meadows of Hawaiian 
seagrass (Halophila Hawaiiana) one of the prime food sources of the turtles. Turtles forage locally (2) so 
any change in the suppy of seagrass will affect the health and viability of turtles.   Deposition of mined sand 
on the shoreline will increase the water turbidity of the swim channel which will affect the amount of light 
penetrating the water column that’s available for the sea grass to photosynthesize.   The effects of this 
turbidity on the health and viability of the turtles themselves either directly or indirectly through an effect on 
their environment is not addressed in the SDEIS.  
 
In addition to the turtles, other marine biota also rely on sea grass in their lifecycle.    
Seagrass beds are habitat and refuge for a variety of resident and transient fauna, including fish, 
crustaceans and mollusks.  With the loss of seagrass there will be a loss or diminution of the ecosystem 
services they provide.  The short-term and longer term impacts of sand nourishment on these other fauna 
has not been addressed in the SDEIS.  
 
Over time, the sand deposited on the shoreline will erode and be washed into the swim channel.  Where 
this sand eventually settles cannot be accurately predicted, especially with the anticipated but unknown 
effects of sea level rise (1).  Deposition of the sand over the meadows sea grass is a potential but the 
impacts on turtles and other biota have not been defined.  
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Sand mining and deposition of the shoreline will increase the turbidity of the water in the swim channel.  
Associated with the sands mined offshore will be pollutants that have settled on offshore seabed.  The 
nature of these pollutants, and their effects on beach goers, especially people who bath in the swim channel 
has not been addressed in the SDEIS.  The studies by Sea Engineering demonstrate that the water in the 
swim channel is not easily flushed with open ocean water so once pollutants are introduced in the swim 
channel they could potentially persist for a long time.  
 
 
7. Playground (SDEIS 2.3.15) 
 
The playground scoping results seem to be biased and does not reflect what the public have been saying in 
various forums. The online comments to the December 3, 2018 StarAdvertisier article (Andrew Gomes) 
which first described the World-Class playground plans are all against the proposed playground.  Also, a 
petition compiled by the community group Save Ala Moana Beach Park Hui clearly disagrees with the 
scoping results.  On March 25, 2019 copies of the petition were given to Mayor Caldwell and the Committee 
on Parks, Customer Service and Intergovernmental Agencies.  Over 1600 signed petitioners did not want 
the proposed playground in Ala Moana Park. At a March 11, 2019 town hall meeting at McCoy Pavilion 
organized by Save Ala Moana Beach Park Hui and attended by over 200 citizens, the vast majority of 
attendees were against the proposed World Class playground.  Clearly, the City Administration needs to 
reassess their scoping study results because it significantly differs from the surveys completed by 
community groups.  
 
Each year there are about 200,000 children who suffer injuries related to playground equipment that are 
treated in hospital emergency rooms; 75% of the injuries are related to falls (16). The incidence of zip line 
injuries in inpatient and outpatient settings has increased  (9).  One urban pediatric hospital reported that 
between 2006 and 2008, 10 children aged 5 to 12 years were hospitalized for zip line injuries. Most had 
upper extremity injuries and many required surgical intervention (9).  Given the risk for zip line and other 
playground related injuries (15), a critical risk analysis of the proposed playground needs to be determined 
so that the City Administration does not create a hazard for children and also does not 
assume a liability risks.    
 
The proposed World-Class playground will encompass a substantial amount of land and is expected to 
have as many 500 visitors.  Clearly, such a large facility will have significant impacts on parking, sewage, 
drainage, and the carrying capacity of the park.  Questions of these and other issues such as liability, 
maintenance, safety, access for disabled kids, operation, etc. have yet to be addressed. 
 
As alternative to Ala Moana Park which is already crowded, it has been suggested that a playground be 
built next to the Hawaii Children’s Discovery Center in Kakaako Waterfront Park (StarAdvertiser, Letter to 
the Editor, December 24, 2018).  This would support the Discovery Center and develop an underutilized 
area that has adequate parking and open space for a playground. 
 
 
Lastly, the stated goal of the revitalization project is to improve the facilities while keeping the ‘local 
character’ of The People’s Park.  Clearly, local character is defined by how local people use the park, but 
some of the proposed actions in the SDEIS will change this and in so doing will alter it’s local character for 
today and future generations.   Please be mindful of this.  
 
 
Respectfully, 
 
 
Stan H. Sakai 
 
 
cc: Robert Kroning Department of Design and Construction, City and County of Honolulu 
cc: Joanne Hiramatsu, Belt Collins Hawaii, LLC 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Murai, Stephen <stephen.murai@hawaii.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, August 22, 2018 5:19 PM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov
Cc: rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements--Draft EIS

Hello;

The following are my comments for the subject project. 

1. Provide a continuous row of large canopy trees along the Ala Moana Boulevard 
property line to help visually screen, from park view, 
the development ongoing on the mauka side of Ala Moana Boulevard. 

2. Replace the existing concrete channel, connecting the Hawaiian and Japanese 
gardens, with pipe buried below grade. 

3. For the mauka and makai sides of the driveway from Kamakee to Atkinson, 
provide planting areas wide enough to properly accommodate  
the root systems of medium canopy trees.     

4. For the parking lots, provide planting strips wide enough to properly accommodate 
the root systems of medium canopy trees.  Space  
the trees to provide shade over all paved areas. 

5. Maximize the sandy beach from water’s edge to mauka wall. 

6. Would it be appropriate to have a park security force to enforce park rules? 

7. Allow further commercialization of the park if activities are appropriate and 
revenues from these activities are for the benefit of the park users,  
maintenance and improvements. 

Thank you for your consideration; 

Stephen H. Murai 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Murai, Stephen <stephen.murai@hawaii.gov>
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2019 3:14 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Cc: Murai, Stephen; smura5012@gmail.com
Subject: RE: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements Second Draft Environmental Impact 

Statement

March 25, 2019 

Joanne E. Hiramatsu; 

After reading the EIS draft noted below, I offer the following comments: 

BEACH AREA 
While maintaining the dredged swimming area as is, extend the sandy beach 
considerably mauka to accommodate the present effects of king tides and future effects 
of sea level rise. 

SHORELINE WALWAY 
Provide shoreline walkway without barrier wall; sandy beach on one side and lawn area 
on the other side of the walkway.  Provide shade trees and tables with benches along 
the walkway.

MAUKA PARK DRIVEWAY 
Remove the shoreline park driveway; keep the shoreline area free of vehicles.  Locate 
the park driveway on the mauka side of the park.

THIRD VEHICULAR ACCESS TO THE PARK 
Provide access to the mauka park driveway from the end of Piikoi Street. 

PARKING LOTS 
Provide parking lots makai of the mauka park driveway.  Locate parking lots close to 
activity areas; like picnic areas.

Provide planting strips wide enough to accommodate medium canopy trees in the 
parking lots. 

Consider two level parking garage to accommodate parking needs and maximize 
landscape areas.

PONDS AND CANAL 

2

As the water in the two ponds and canal is inappropriate for recreation, drain the ponds 
and channel to provide for other uses.  To accommodate off-site rain water into the 
property,
provide an underground drainage system. 

TREES ALONG ALA MOANA BOULEVARD 
Provide a continuous row of large canopy trees along Ala Moana Boulevard to define the 
mauka perimeter of the park and buffer views from the park to the high rises mauka of 
Ala Moana Boulevard. 

IRRIGATION SYSTEM 
Provide a complete automatic landscape irrigation system; not labor intensive quick 
coupling system. 

McCOY PAVILION AREA 
In the McCoy Pavilion, tennis courts, lawn bowl and concession area, add more food 
options and tables/benches for weekday lunches.  Consider locating the security office, 
park staff office  
and maintenance yard in the area.

PLAY GROUND 
The park was built decades ago without a defined playground area.  Why install 
now?  Who will use, who will maintain and at what annual cost to maintain? 

PARK POLICE 
Provide a small park police force to enforce park rules. 

If there is need to communicate with me, please do so at both email addresses. 

Sincerely;

Stephen H. Murai  

 

From: Ala Moana EIS [mailto:alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com]  
Sent: Friday, February 08, 2019 9:10 AM 
To: Ala Moana EIS <alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com> 
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements Second Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
 

Second Draft Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS) 
Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements 

Tax Map Key: (1) 2-3-37:001, 002, 022,023, 025 
Honolulu, O‘ahu, Hawai‘i 
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The Environmental Notice
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Rebecca Choi

From: LaFountaine, Susan <SusanL@kapiolani.org>
Sent: Wednesday, March 20, 2019 4:57 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: YES to Paani Kakou!

I have the privilege of interacting with wonderful, resilient children with disabilities everyday as part of my 
profession.  Play is the work of children so,  of course, ALL children deserve a place to play freely and safely.  There is no 
location in Hawai‘i that is suitable for integrated play for children of all abilities.  The fact that this amazing gift of an 
integrated playground, Pa’ani Kakou, is being offered to the City of Honolulu is the perfect opportunity to make this 
happen in Hawai‘i!   This complete plan goes way beyond a startup by including the sustainability of the equipment and 
accounts for security.   It will turn an unused parcel  of Ala Moana Park into a vibrant showcase that celebrates the mix 
of children found only in Hawai‘i  from different ethnic  and socioeconomic backgrounds;  and now would  include play 
opportunities for children with special needs who represent 1 out of 7 children in our state.  This generous gift may not 
be offered again.  It is a no brainer and is truly the right thing to do. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of this plan for a much needed Integrated Playground. 
 
Sincerely, 
Susan LaFountaine 
 
Susan LaFountaine 
Director 
Kapi‘olani Medical Center for Women and Children | Rehabilitation Services 
1319 Punahou Street | Honolulu, HI 96826 
Phone: (808) 983-8231 | Fax: (808) 983-6752 
Email: susanl@kapiolani.org 

 
 

Confidentiality Notice: This e-mail message, including any attachments, is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) 
and may contain confidential and privileged information. Unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is 
prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of the 
original message.  
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1

Rebecca Choi

From: Taylor Loudermilk <taylmilk@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 9:09 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park - 2nd Draft EIS Comment

Aloha! 
 
The dog park and playground are an excellent idea. The silent majority is very excited to see these changes! As a new 
resident of the area (at Kapiolani Resdience) I’m looking forward to using these facilities.  A larger pedestrian walkway is 
great as well. A safe place for keiki and pets to play is exactly what Ala Moana needs.  
 
Thank you, 
Taylor 
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1

Rebecca Choi

From: Teri Skillman <Hautree77@aol.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 9:23 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Regional Park - 2nd Draft EIS Comment

I am writing to voice my concerns regarding the changes proposed for Ala Moana Regional Park. The Park is important 
for the residing community in the Ala Moana/Kakaako District and for those of us who work in the area and use the 
park. The exulting facilities need to be maintained, e.g., bathrooms and access to fresh water to drink and shower off. 
The open spaces are very important to accommodate various gatherings. The side walks need to be maintained but not 
widened. Playground equipment needs to kept rust free and functioning. 
 
As a canoe paddle, the ramp across from Koa Kai could the improved by changing the slope of the ramp to make it easier 
to get in and out. 
 
I am very concerned how the improvements for the Ala Wai Canal will affect Ala Moana Beach Park and Magic Island. I 
think there needs to be integration in planning. 
 
Bottom line is, this is a local beach. Make the improvements that the community needs. We don't need to cater to 
tourists and corporations. 
 
Mahalo nui, 
 
Teri Skillman  
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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To:  Mayor Kirk Caldwell, Mr. Robert Kroning, and Ms. Joanne Hiramatsu   

Re:  Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) – Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island 
Improvement Issued by Belt Collins on July 8, 2018 

Dear Mayor Caldwell, Mr. Kroning, and Ms. Hiramatsu 

I am writing in response to the above DEIS and the 20 proposed actions to repair, renovate, and 
improve Ala Moana Regional Park (AMRP) and Magic Island.  While I agree with most of the 
actions being proposed I would suggest one more action and that is to consider repaving the 
roadway.  I also agree with Malama Moana  that it is potentially dangerous with the proposed 
widening of the shared-use path along the Makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive (Section 2.3.6 
Makai Shared-Use Path) and the proposed reconfiguring of the existing parallel parking stalls to 
perpendicular stalls (Section 2.3.5).  I also disagree strongly against the creation of a dog park 
near the Ewa entrance to AMRP primarily from a health and safety issue and hope I will not 
have to submit my concerns to our daily paper if the City insists with proceeding with the dog 
park.  Mahalo. 

                       “Is Ala Moana Regional Park Going To The Dogs?” 

On July 8, 2018, the City & County of Honolulu released its Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (DEIS) for the repair and renovations planned for Ala Moana Regional Park (AMRP), 
the “People’s Park.”  The public has until August 22, 2018 to submit their written comments. 

According to the Hawaii Humane Society’s website, AMRP is one of 26 beaches on Oahu that 
don’t allow pets.  This also applies to dogs on a leash.  Violators could be fined up to $500 
under the Dept. of Parks & Recreation Administrative Rules Governing Dogs in Public Parks.  In 
its DEIS, the City administration is proposing to create a fenced in area for a Dog Park near the 
Ewa entrance to AMRP.  Such a proposal is ill advised for a number of reasons. 

Although I have always been a pet lover and have had dogs as pets for many years, I believe the 
creation of the Dog Park at AMRP will only create an unsafe environment for the public.  Over 
the years I have personally witnessed owners allowing their pet dogs to run free along the 
shoreline, swim in the water, and at times scaring keikis, “nipping” and barking at joggers, 
walkers, bike riders, peeing on the beach, pooping on the grassy areas, rinsing off at public 
showers, etc.  A major problem is that the existing No Pets Allowed rule at AMRP is not being 
regularly and routinely enforced. 

With the increase in new residents in the Kakaako area, I have seen an increase in owners 
bringing their dogs to the park.  Many don’t read the signs that clearly says “No Pets Allowed,” 
they see other residents bringing their pets to the beach and no enforcement action taken, or 

simply don’t care.  I’m sure most pet owners are law abiding.  However, it is those irresponsible 
dog owners that don’t care that are letting their dogs run “wild” along the beach.  This is 
unacceptable and unsafe to the public.  Without enforcement, such violations are likely to 
increase as more residents bring their pets to the Dog Park.  The City should immediately begin 
enforcing the “No Pet Allowed” at AMRP and should keep it the “People’s Park,” and do not 
turn it over to the “Dogs!” 

Sincerely, 

Thomas Iwai Jr. (TI2AquaMan@gmail.com) 
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     March 23, 2019 

 

To:  Mr Robert Kroning, Director & Ms. Joanne Hiramatsu Director of Planning 

Re:  Comments on Ala Moana Regional Park (AMRP) & Magic Island Improvements SDEIS Dft.#2 

Mahalo for allowing me the opportunity to express my concerns regarding the DEIS proposal.  I believe 
that every effort should be made to retain the ambience of the Ala Moana Regional Park and keep it the 
People’s Park.  Please concentrate on repairing the park and roadway and stop trying to turn the 
People’s Park into an extension of Waikiki.  Below are some of my concerns and suggestions regarding 
the DEIS. 

Primary concerns: 

#1:  Proposed Dog Park:  First I would want to make it clear that I love dogs and I currently have 2 dogs 
at home.  However, dogs and other pet animals do not belong on the beach and in our public parks!  The 
City & County should not expend tax payer’s dollars for the construction and maintenance of a Dog Park 
near the Ewa entrance to AMRP.  AMRP is community park constructed and designed for the local 
community and is regarded as the People’s Park.  Any Dog Park should be kept on mauka lands.  The 
idea of constructing a Dog Park not only will set a bad precedence for future Dog Parks within other 
areas of AMRP, it is unhealthy and will encourage fleas, ticks, and mites which will result over time in 
eventual “pest control” measures with the use of applicable insecticides.  Also, it will only encourage 
more nearby resident pet owners to bring their dogs to the beach. 

While current park law/ordinance at AMRP states “No animals are allowed,” it is rarely (if ever) enforced 
by the City.  I would be interested in finding out the number of annual dog citations given at AMRP.  This 
lack of enforcement has resulted in irresponsible dog owners allowing their dogs to run free in the park, 
on the beach, and in the water.  The dogs pee and poop both on the sand and the grassy areas where 
residents and visitors like to lounge and young keikis love to play and dig in the sand.  Unfortunately, 
these irresponsible dog owners often do not pick up after their dog(s) resulting in a very unhealthy and 
fly infested situation.  Not a very nice situation not only for our local families but also for our visiting 
tourists. 

Furthermore, as a frequent park user, I have seen an increase in the number and frequency of the above 
incidents; especially as the number of residents in the Kakaako area has increased.  In addition, I have at 
times witnessed unleashed dogs chasing and nipping at keikis playing on the beach and runners jogging.  
The City has been seriously negligent in not enforcing the current law/ordinance.  Constructing the Dog 
Park is a bad and unhealthy idea and will only encourage more irresponsible owners to use the AMRP.  
Also, the City will likely have to deal with the liability issue if someone gets bitten or some other 
traumatic issue which could have been avoided through simple common sense…No Dog Park! 

#2.  Proposed Kiddie Amusement Park:  The construction of a Kiddie Amusement Park is a great idea; 
but NOT AT AMRP!  One comment by supporters for the Kiddie Park at AMRP is that the large grassy 
area is not often used and can be put to better use.  Obviously, this is a naïve comment that I suspect is 
being expressed by a new resident to the area.  As a kid growing up and till today, we enjoyed using the 
open areas for family picnics, high school reunions, numerous church and charity events, playing 

football, and numerous other events.  AMRP is after all, the People’s Park and should remain an open 
park for family and friends.  Visitor’s too are welcome, and will soon learn to appreciate the open green 
space to “unwind” and relax.  The proposed Kiddie Amusement Park will destroy the current ambience 
of this historical AMRP.  If the City really believes that this open green space is not being utilized enough 
then likewise, I suggest building the Kiddie Park in the big open space by City Hall! 

#3.  Proposed Shared Use Makai Path:   This is another misguided and costly bad idea that will result in a 
safety-hazard situation mixing bikers, joggers, pedestrians, keikis, elderly, etc. on the makai side while at 
the same time adding more concrete and eliminating existing widely used shade trees and grassy areas.  
If the City think this is such a great idea, then why not do this shared path in the heart of Waikiki? Why 
not?... Because it’s a Bad Idea!  Leave the Makai parallel parking and grassy area with existing trees “as-
is!” 

#4.  Proposed Beach Sand Replenishment:   One of the proposed suggestions to mine sand offshore of 
three popular surf breaks (Concessions, Courts, & Bombura’s) is ill advised from the potential impact it 
could have on the existing surf breaks and water quality impacts (e.g. siltation) it could have along the 
south shore.  The suggestion of mining the sand at the reef runway would be a better location.  I am 
assuming that the sand would be collected within the “lagoon” area.  The walls of the reef runway 
would help to minimize ocean wave action and siltation distribution problem along the coastline.  A 
nearby area (Keehi Lagoon) could be used as a temporary “de-watering” drying site to aerate the mined 
sand.  Heavy equipment could be used to spread the sand, allowing the sand to aerate and dry out.  
Once dry, the sand could be piled for later transport to AMRP where its needed with minimal park use 
interruption.   I believe the sand collection from the Reef Runway site, together with a nearby temporary 
“drying” site will be less costly and reduce the public’s concerns of the impact offshore sand mining may 
have on existing surf breaks and potential southshore water quality siltation problems that is likely to 
occur if sand mining was to occur at the other proposed locations. 

#5.  Repave the Roadway:  Only recently has the numerous pot holes been filled by the Waikiki entrance 
to AMRP extending to Magic Island.  However, the entire roadway in that area should be repaved as part 
of basic park improvement. 

Mahalo, 

 

Thomas Iwai Jr. 

Email:  TI2AquaMan@gmail.com 
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1

Rebecca Choi

From: Tiffany Vara <varafamily@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, March 18, 2019 3:56 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: A Park for All

Aloha, 
 
I am writing to encourage decisions makers to use the proposed master plan for Ala Moana Beach Park  as an 
opportunity to truly transform it into 'The People's Park", a place where all are welcome, and everyone belongs. 
 
As the Executive Director of Pa'ani Kakou, a non-profit formed to bring inclusive play to Hawaii, I am particularly writing 
in support of inclusion of the proposed playground in the master plan. 
 
Currently, 1 in 7 children cannot enjoy play opportunities at traditionally-designed playgrounds.  In addition, many of 
these children cannot enjoy swimming in the water, playing on the sand, or sitting in the sunshine for long periods of 
time.  Ala Moana Beach Park is not currently a place that they and their families can easily use.  The playground, 
designed by Oahu's children, and to be privately funded by Oahu's families and businesses, and then gifted to the City, 
will change all of that. 
 
Designed with the needs of every child in mind, many of whom have invisible disabilities, the playground will take an 
unactivated portion of the park (less than 1% of park area), and turn it into a place where children of all abilities can 
create community together through play. 
 
I urge the adoption of the inclusive playground into the plan.  My daughter died waiting for a place to play with her four 
older brothers.  Many of her peers are growing up without a chance to play with other children.  This has to 
change.  Now is our chance. 
 
Very respectfully, 
 
Tiffany Vara 
 
Executive Director 
Pa'ani Kakou 
PLAY. TOGETHER 
808.286.1640 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Toby Barnes <tobinhawaii@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 21, 2019 6:03 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Park Renovations
Attachments: IMG-3256.JPG

Aloha Mr. Kroning, 
 
Thank you in advance for reading my email and comments in it's entirety.  
 
My name is Toby Agasid Barnes.  I am an Environmental Specialist working to help protect our community and the 
environment by implementing and managing programs to ensure petroleum companies are meeting their 
environmental compliance obligations with State and Federal air quality and waste management regulations.  I was born 
in 1970, here on Oahu and I have been coming to Ala Moana Beach Park since 1975.      
 
I am writing to petition that we do not encourage, promote or allow any additional "development" or commercial 
enhancements that will take away from the originality and beauty of our park.  As a child, I used to come here frequently 
with my mother and late-grandmother for picnics and swims.   This is where I fell in love with the ocean!  I treasure 
those memories and the consistent (as-is) visual reminders of my childhood and special up-bringing in Hawaii.  I 
still  frequent this beach park to surf my favorite breaks and share waves with my surfing friends.  
 
There are people who believe that there is an initiative to turn our park into a spectacle to appease the more 
"FORTUNE-ate" people who now own properties in the new high-rises across Ala Moana Blvd.  It doesn't really matter if 
that is true or not.  What really matters is that the wishes of the locals, who were raised here, who truly know this place, 
who actually respect it, take care of it and treasure it, are respected and honored.  Please make it your mission to ensure 
that the "right thing" is being done and only the existing elements of the park are improved.  This includes and is not 
limited to: 

• Repaving the roadway with new asphalt, as many areas are very rough and eroded, This condition poses a safety 
hazard for people (especially children and the elderly) who might fall onto the abrasive surface while walking, 
jogging, bike riding, etc.  Not-to-mention it hurts to walk across the road barefooted because of the loose and 
sharp pieces of gravel. 

• Re-surfacing or leveling of uneven surfaces on sidewalks and crosswalk ramps, to minimize trip and fall 
hazards.  I just witnessed an elderly woman trip and fall to her knees yesterday as she stumbled on the 3/4" 
bump in the concrete ramp/transition from the asphalt crosswalk onto the sidewalk (2nd crosswalk from Ewa-
side entrance) 

• Install signage at strategic surfing entry ways to educate newcomers to the surfing spots about proper surfing 
etiquette (see attached example photo from Byron Bay, Australia).  This will help in teaching newbies to surfing 
the basic rules in surfing and aid in reducing injuries and even friction/altercations between local surfers and 
new surfers. 

Historically, I've observed that the deviation from following the due process regarding development and/or the ad hoc 
execution of plans without public hearings/comment, typically results in negative press, a heightened awareness from 
the community and ultimately the shutdown of the unsanctioned project or operation (e.g. the Super Ferry).  It is our 
civic duty to hold our planners and decisions makers to the highest standards.  Everyone must be given the opportunity 
to voice their concerns and if necessary, put a halt to a project or a portion thereof.  
 

2

Irrespective of what entities may or may not be backing or pushing to complete a project, the everyday people and long-
time park-goers have the "Right-to-Know" (not ex post facto) and the right to voice and protect our parks and 
beaches.  Transparency and operating with integrity are paramount in these arenas where tight-knit communities are 
affected by the decisions of big business and public figures.  The people of Hawaii will highlight any and all matters 
where protocols are not being followed and we will band together to protect this park and all the Hawaii's special places 
alike.    
 
 Again, I advocate to protect the park and our traditions from over-development.  I support the views of Friends of 
Kewalos as outlined on their web page in the link below:   
 
https://www.kewalo.org/march-11-urgent-meeting/ 
 
Mahalo for you time, 
Toby A. Barnes 
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1

Rebecca Choi

From: Traci Li <tracikwli@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 21, 2019 11:24 AM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: I support the playground

To Whom It May Concern: 
 
I am writing in support of the inclusive playground proposed at Ala Moana Beach Park by Pa’ani Kakou, a non-profit 
organization.  As a mother of two young children, I think the playground would greatly benefit my kids, as well as future 
generations of kids. 
 
I believe playgrounds are wonderful for a child’s personal development – exploring, tapping into creativity, sharing and 
playing with others, promoting good health and staying active, and building self-esteem. 
 
My son tends to be a cautious learner and did not walk until he was 15 months old.  I have seen firsthand how 
playgrounds and gyms have helped him develop his motor skills (climbing, swinging, balancing, sliding, running, body 
awareness, etc.).  And it’s heartwarming to see how much my son’s confidence has grown when he is able to climb to 
the top of a jungle gym or walk across a balance beam all by himself. 
 
Our family has been to amazing playgrounds in Tokyo, Seattle, Vancouver, the Bay Area and Los Angeles and it would be 
wonderful to have something similar right in Honolulu.  As a parent, I appreciate the efforts of the volunteers at Pa’ani 
Kakou who have donated their time and garnered enough financial support to make such a playground a reality for all 
children free of charge. 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Kind regards, 
Traci Li 
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Niegel Rozet 
niegel@hawaii.edu 
 
Umeyo Momotaro 
umeyom@hawaii.edu 
 
 
August 10, 2018  
 
Ms. Joanne Hiramatsu, Director of Planning 
Belt Collins Hawaii LLC 
2153 North King Street, Suite 200 
Honolulu, HI 96819-4554 
 
Dear Ms. Hiramatsu: 
 
Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Statement for Ala Moana Regional Park and 

Magic Island Improvements  
Honolulu, Oahu, Hawaii 
TMK: (1) 2-3-037:001, 002, 022, 023, and 025 

 
As a Native Hawaiian and Pacific Islander who are users of the Ala Moana 

Beach Park throughout our lifetime, we are in support of your plans to redevelop our 
park. However, there are a few comments that we would like to share in regards to the 
proposed project’s parking, plantings, and security. Highlighted are portions of the 
DEIS that we will be commenting on or will be used to support our suggestions.  

 
Parking 
 

We bring our respective families to the park anywhere from 1-4 times a week to 
enjoy the park for recreation and family time. We have been surfing, fishing and running 
around Ala Moana Beach Park for over 15 years. A major reason why we use the park 
so often is for the availability of parking. We would like to hold onto the makai parking 
spaces as they keep us closer and connected to our beach, as also requested by the 
community in line 21 Section 1.6.4 page 1-18:  

 
Some community members did not want the makai parallel parking removed 
 
We suggest to keep as many parking stalls a possible and refrain from putting any 
metered parking within our park (Section 2.3.5, page 2-17 through 2-20): 
 

 

 

The AMRP design through time has evolved as demand increased for certain amenities. 
The first plans from the 1930s for the AMRP did not show parking lots even though 
automobiles were present in Hawai‘i. A few parking stalls were observed within the 
Keyhole area, however, in earlier photographs from 1935. Plans for parking were 
mentioned about 30 years later when the City was looking to capitalize on the tourism 
industry by building a resort. A resort endeavor would have demanded more parking. 
Lack of public support for a resort eradicated the idea and Magic Island was added to the 
AMRP as park space with a parking lot in the 1970s.  
 
Over time, more parking lots have been added to the Parks as demand increased for 
more stalls. Besides the Magic Island lot, there are public parking lots at McCoy Pavilion 
(Keyhole lot), and the Canoe Hālau. Parallel parking stalls are available along the mauka 
and makai sides of the 1.1-mile Ala Moana Park Drive.  
 
The original proposal for the current Master Plan was to convert the mauka side parking 
to perpendicular stalls and remove about 50 stalls along the makai side of Ala Moana 
Park Drive. The reconfiguration of parking was mainly intended to accommodate an 
improved makai shared-use path. Compensation for the loss of stalls along the makai 
side would be acquired by reconfiguring the Keyhole lot and the Magic Island lot. This 
plan would have also increased the number of stalls by 221 and provide closer access to 
the Magic Island lagoon. 
 
We recognize the City has addressed this issue to the community and to the Director of 
Transportation Services (comment letter to Mr. Wes Frysztacki on EISPN) and we hope 
the City follows through with their response. 
 
Plantings 
 

We would suggest the plants that are brought in reflect the native landscapes 
common of Hawaiʻi Nei’s beaches. It has been found that native habitats support native 
species and in hopes to recover and protect our precious natives we suggest that the 
City looks into plants such as naupaka, Paʻu o Hiʻiaka or Loulu (use local native 
nurseries such as Hui Ku Mauliola). Integrating native plants along the coastline could 
also aid in the replenishment of the beach environment (Section 2.3.14 page 2-35): 

 
The beach was added to the Park in 1955 after 55,000 cubic yards of sand was 

brought 20 in from west side of O‘ahu to fill in a mile-long stretch from Magic Island to 
Kewalo Basin. It instantly became a popular attraction and is still the most popular 
attraction today. As mentioned in the Section 2.1, the beach requires replenishment 
since wave action and variable weather erodes the sand into the swim channel. The 
dredging of the boat channel in 1928 prevented the beach from replenishing the sand 
naturally. Beach nourishment treatment usually lasts about 20 years before another 
treatment 26 is required. Ala Moana Beach is due for nourishment and park staff have 
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been undertaking smaller projects to mitigate the erosion in the meantime such as 
removing the coral rocks from the shoreline and a sand pushing project.  

 
Based on results from Sea Engineering’s Coastal Assessment and Design Report, 

sand for beach nourishment could come from four different locations: Reef Runway 
(inner section), Diamond Head, Hilton, and Waikīkī Maintenance area. The volume of sand 
to nourish the beach varies from a 20- or 35-year estimated life before the shoreline 
returns to current conditions. 
 
In addition, incorporating these plants in pedestrian entrances and portals where major 
pedestrian traffic is observed would be most ideal to bring cultural awareness to the 
value and function of Hawaii’s native plants. This can also apply to the revitalization of 
the Hawaiian ponds. Addressing lines 16-21 in Section 2.3.2 page 2-10, the design and 
vegetation used to improve the pond can incorporate native Hawaiian plant species to 
serve the purposes of storm water management and perhaps educational outreach:  
 
Proposed improvements include both vegetative and hardened edges (Figure 2-3). 
Hardened edges would be installed along the immediate shoreline of the ponds and low 
maintenance vegetation would be planted behind it. Design of the improvements would 
be cohesive with the need to prevent storm water discharge into the ponds and to meet 
recreational needs. Pathways leading to seating areas around the ponds are proposed to 
increase access. 
 
Security 
 

In regards to our safety and security in the park, there has been observed cases 
of chronic homelessness and vandalism. We understand that improvements to the 
park’s entrances and walkways are important to support the growing population. We 
hope that the City has done a thorough study on the impacts of increased pedestrian 
traffic as mentioned in lines 27-28 in Section 2.3.3, page 2-12: 

 
Adding additional pedestrian access at the center of the Park would direct less 
pedestrian traffic toward the vehicle entrances which would promote public safety. 
 
With the current homeless population around 300-350 per day (Line 24, Section 1.3.2, 
page 1-5), we hope that the City will be increasing safety and security measures at all 
times. This becomes an issue when it affects the park’s visitors’ enjoyment and 
perspective of the park (Lines 9-11, Section 3.10.1, page 3-55): 
 
Members of the homeless population have been seen as intruding on visitors’ and 
residents’ enjoyment of public spaces and businesses’ ability to serve paying 
customers. 

 

 

 Other members of the community has expressed this in their letters (as 
mentioned by Mr. Murakami, Ms. Jeffery, and Mr. Tominaga).  Although stated that the 
project will not have a detrimental effect on the public’s health and safety, and that it 
seeks to update current conditions facing pedestrian and vehicle access, we hope that it 
accounts for future conditions with the increased pedestrian traffic outlook. 

 
As long time users and recreational enthusiasts, we look forward to see the 

progressive changes to our beloved Ala Moana Beach Park and appreciate the City’s 
move to make those positive changes. This project would be a great opportunity to 
expose our local residents and visitors alike to the native Hawaiian culture and cultivate 
a deep sense of appreciation for the park’s value. Mahalo for your time and attention. 

 
Sincerely, 
 
Niegel Rozet and Umeyo Momotaro 
Department of Urban and Regional Planning, UH Manoa 
Graduate Students 
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1

Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Vreni Hutcherson <vrenih@aol.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2018 12:52 PM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; rkroning@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Subject: Ala Moana park project

Regarding the proposed changes for the park, I feel strongly about leaving the park as is for the most part. Specifically 
the parking should be left as is. Makai  side parking is very convenient for older people like myself who enjoy swimming 
and using the beach and bringing chairs or umbrellas, etc. I walk every night around the whole park including Magic 
Island. The walk way around the lagoon needs to be repaved. There is absolutely NO reason to widen the makai side of 
the promenade. NO dog park, dogs are not supposed to be in the park now- which is posted but never enforced. Liability 
and maintenance are all additional expenses. NO playground - the park and the beach are the playground.  
I feel proper maintenance of existing bathroom, walk and roadways, picnic facilities and grassy areas would greatly 
enhance the beauty of park.  
Thank you 
Vreni Hutcherson  
 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Wally Fukunaga <sunrisehi.222@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, March 15, 2019 2:59 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Fwd: Ala Moana Park

hope this reaches you. 
wf 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: Wally Fukunaga <sunrisehi.222@gmail.com> 
Date: Fri, Mar 15, 2019 at 6:34 AM 
Subject: Ala Moana Park 
To: <alamoaneis@bchdesign.com> 
Cc: <kcaldwell@honolulu.gov> 
 

Dear Sir/Madam: 
As one who grew up just blocks from the park and swam there till this day near daily for the past 25 years, I am greatly 
concern for its future. 
The concept of it being conceived and developed as "the People's Park" is timely and exciting.  This calls for placing 
people over profit and listening to the voices of the users over those of special interests, such as developers and 
businesses. It means repairing the current infrastructure - e.g., parking, showers, bathrooms, walkways, benches, etc.- 
thus making them user-friendly and safe, rather than spending on new and costly additional structures.  Finally, it 
means  having the park preserve and enhance the spirit and culture of Hawai`i, rather than promote and advance 
commercial and/or promotional interests. 
Let us preserve the long-standing openness, friendliness and down-to-earthness of this sacred place, long beloved by 
Hawai`i's people. 
 
aloha, 
Wally Fukunaga 
1517 Makiki St. Apt. 1404 
Honolulu, HI 96822 
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Rebecca Choi

From: Wayson Kobelansky <wkobela@hawaiiantel.net>
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2018 6:02 PM
To: Rebecca Choi
Subject: Re: Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Aloha Rebecca: 
 
It is a pleasure to be considered as a reviewer for the proposed park and facility improvements to the Ala Moana Beach 
Park and Magic Island.  I use the park and beach at least once or twice each week and have noticed a considerable 
change since growing up in Honolulu in the early 50’s.  The park today is heavy used on weekends by residence and 
tourist alike.  It seems at times “run down” trampled and battered.  It has become a venue for too many large events 
happening all at once which takes away the splendors of what a park should be.  A park should be a place where one can 
go to be refreshed and rejuvenated from our busy life style and enjoy the surroundings.  I do agree with most of your EIS 
proposal but I have included some other suggestions.  
 
1. Relocate the canoe hale so that it doesn’t impede with vehicular traffic.  There are times when traffic is backed up on 
Ala Moana Boulevard and Atkinson Drive because canoer’s are carrying their canoe across the road. It is not a safe 
condition for canoe paddlers hauling their canoes across the road  in busy traffic.  
 
2. Widening the sidewalk fronting Ala Moana Boulevard so that there more room to walk, run or jog. 
 
3. Better maintenance of the lawn areas.  Kapiolani Park is a good example of a well maintain lawn even in the summer 
when it is hot.   
 
4. Better and larger trash receptacles instead of trash cans. Sometime trash is overwhelming from Friday night events in 
the park. 
 
5. More benches in the interior portion of the park for people to sit.  
 
6.  More water fountains that work 
 
7. Managing the amount of large venues so that is doesn’t overwhelm park facilities. Right now it seems there is on 
management in place.   
 
 
Hope these suggestions will help in improving Ala Moana Park for future generations to come. 
 
Aloha, 
Wayson W. Kobelansky 
wkobela@hawaiiantel.net 
 
 

Sent from my iPhone 
 
On Jul 9, 2018, at 9:22 AM, Rebecca Choi <rchoi@bchdesign.com> wrote: 
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Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) 
Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements 

Tax Map Key: (1) 2-3-37:001, 002, 022,023, 025 
Honolulu, O‘ahu, Hawai‘i 

 
 

 
 

 
 

The Environmental Notice
 

 

 
 
 

August 22, 2018
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Rebecca Choi

From: Wayson Kobelansky <wkobela@hawaiiantel.net>
Sent: Tuesday, March 19, 2019 11:17 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: Ala Moana Park EIS

Aloha To Whom This May Concern: 
 
After reviewing  the EIS I am satisfied with the assessment of the needed to improvements Ala Moana Park and Magic 
Island.  There are a couple items that I hope you will consider adding to the report. 
 
1. (I know this is a difficult one) Relocating the canoe storage Hale on the Diamond head side of the park so that  
pedestrian traffic does impact the parks roadway.  I’ve notice during Saturday’s when high school canoe season it upon 
us that traffic backs up all way on to Ala Moana Blvd and Atkinson Drive just because teams are crossing the roadway 
with their canoes and holding up traffic.  It’s also a safety hazard for these pedestrians crossing with their canoes.  I’m 
sure there must have been some close calls.  
 
2. The walkway around Magic Island is too slippery when it gets wet.  What happened to the asphalt top that was there 
before. The brown top coat is not abrasive enough. The asphalt or concrete surface is much better surface to run or walk 
on.  I almost slipped walking with my slippers. 
 
3. The shore line from lifeguard stand #1D to almost the Ewa lifeguard is very rocky.  I don’t ever recall it being that 
rocky ever before.  It seems that the shoreline is eroding and what use to be sand is now coral reef.  I remember in the 
80’s the only area that was rocky was between the Ewa lifeguard stand to Kewalo Basin. 
 
Mahalo for allowing me to give my input.  I hope it will help to improvement the park so that all of us can continue to 
enjoy it.  
 
Aloha, 
 
Wayson W. Kobelansky  
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Wendy Arbeit <arbeit@hawaiiantel.net>
Sent: Tuesday, July 10, 2018 7:39 PM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov
Cc: Joanne Hiramatsu; rkroning@honolulu.gov
Subject: Ala Moana Improvements Comments

If it ain't broke, don't fix it. 

 

Do not remove grass and trees. 

Do not add dog park. Park users should be able to enjoy a quiet experience free of barking and yapping animals. 

Do not add a playground. This is a natural park, keep it that way. 

No additional structures (restaurants, multi-use facility, e.g.) or hardscapes (including around ponds). 

Use the money saved on these projects for the up-to-now neglected upkeep of the park. 

 

Replenish beach sand. 

Insure infrastructure for watering lawns is present everywhere needed and in working condition. 

Reseed lawns where needed. 

Put in place sufficient staff to consistently keep park facilities clean and damage free, trash baskets emptied in a timely 
manner, and grass cut when needed.  

Add 24-hr. security patrols to insure no one camps overnight, cars aren't broken into, dogs are not present, etc. 
according to park rules. 

Place clear signs with rules where people can see them if they're not 7' tall. 

Lock bathrooms when park is closed. 

Install security cameras and lighting to prevent graffiti and structure damage. 

 

Where are the illustrations to clarify the intended changes in the EIS? Transparency is lacking. 

 

Fix the many typos and grammatical errors in the report. 
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Wendy Arbeit 

1658 Liholiho St. 506, Hnl 96822 

Makiki  
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Rebecca Choi

From: Wendy Shewalter <wendy@op-hawaii.com>
Sent: Monday, March 18, 2019 4:49 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Subject: All Access Playground 

I think the playground in Ala Moana Beach park allowing a safe place for all children to play is a great idea.  The fact that 
it won't take tax payer dollars and will clean the park up is an added benefit.  This can only add benefit to the park for all 
people of Hawai'i to use. 

Thanks  

 
Wendy Shewalter 
CEO / President 
Contract Furnishers Of Hawaii, Inc. 
DBA Office Pavilion
Kukui Plaza, 50 S. Beretania St. C-208B 
Honolulu, Hawaii  96813 
808.599.2411 MAIN

Check out our new website! www.op-hawaii.com
Creating the best places to live, work, learn and heal.
 

HermanMiller Certified Dealer 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Wesley Suzawa <wsuzawa@me.com>
Sent: Wednesday, July 11, 2018 9:59 AM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu
Cc: rkroning@honolulu.gov; Trevor Ozawa; Ann Kobayashi; Ernie Martin; Stephanie Kendrick; Jeanne 

Ishikawa; mnekota@honolulu.gov; Wesley Suzawa
Subject: Ala Moana Park EIS Draft- Re. Dog Park Addition
Attachments: petition_signatures_jobs_13319562_20180711023836.pdf

Aloha Mayor Caldwell and Ms Hiramatsu, 
 
I am writing on behalf of my petition signers (see attached below as a PDF file) & my two pups to gratefully thank 
you as well as to confirm “full support” and say we are 100% in favor of the City’s proposed Dog Park. Moreover, 
both Bailey the Havashu and Parker the Mini Australian Labradoodle (shown below) say woof woof mahalo nui loa. 
We had hoped it would be more centralized, we however understand why it is being situated in the Ewa corner 
near Kewalo Basin. Without seeing a drawing (as the applicable exhibit page was intentionally left blank in the EIS), 
it does seem the layout is quite similar to the Hawaii Kai Dog Park. Having one for small and another for larger dogs 
is definitely a wise decision. 
 
For background information, I have also attached a link ( https://chn.ge/2N75Psh ) to my original petition which 
asks for Ala Moana Park to be Pet Friendly or, as a compromise, have a designated area for pet owners and our 
canine friends, along with a sample list of the petition signers as mentioned above who also agree. Additionally, as 
FYI, I have been in communication with the Humane Society, Mr Ernie Martin, Ms Kobayashi’s and Mr Ozawa’s staff 
in an effort to make this happen.  
 
In summary, we are indeed excited and most definitely supportive of a Dog Park at Ala Moana. Something sorely 
needed and long overdue. 
 
Mahalo nui loa, 
 
Wes Suzawa 
383-5506 
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Wesley Suzawa <wsuzawa@me.com>
Sent: Saturday, August 18, 2018 10:25 PM
To: Joanne Hiramatsu; Mayor Caldwell; R Kroning
Cc: Stephanie Kendrick; Ernie Martin; Ann Kobayashi; Carol Fukunaga; Steve Uyeno; Trevor Ozawa; 

mnekota@honolulu.gov; Bruce Lum; Vicki K. N. Chung; David Ige; sharstocks@yahoo.com
Subject: Petition To Support Dog Park - Count Update 8/18 /"Revised" 8/17 Dog Park Meeting Takeaways
Attachments: petition_signatures_jobs_13319562_20180819080200.pdf

Please find attached the very latest petition signer list for the record. Those who support the City’s proposed "Dog Park”/"To 
Make Ala Moana Pet Friendly".  
 
 
 
 
Also sharing below are meeting takeaways (circulated as updates to all supporters) from our meeting with Shar Chun-Lum, 
Bruce Lum and friend which took place on 8/17, 5:30p at a State Park across South Shore Market Ward Village Center in 
Kaka’ako/next to Ko’olani and Hokua Condos. 
 
 
“Revised” 8/17 Dog Park Meeting Takeaways 
 
 
Meeting with Shar Chun-Lum, husband Bruce Lum and friend yesterday went very well. All three are members of Malama 
Moana, however, came only as concerned “ ndividuals" to better understand our concerns and see if they could help. While 
we agreed to disagree, it did bear fruit, at least in finding some common ground. 

Although, unable to gain their full support for a Dog Park in Ala Moana Park (they were/are still opposed to one), they did 
empathize  with and acknowledge a need to address the demand for more outdoor area for pets/pet owners in the densely 
populated Ala Moana/Kaka’ako district. By meeting in Kaka’ako they were afforded a front row view of the State Park 
adjacent to the South Shore Market in Ward Village Center next to Hokua/Ko’olani Condos. Where people from all walks-of-
life/communities gather from near and from afar. To play, bike, skateboard, exercise, do yoga, picnic, walk pets, relax, 
socialize, etc. A sort of microcosm of what a “People’s Park” should look like/exemplify. After spending over a hour of chatting 
with us, I’m glad they were able to observe the varied kinds and levels of usage/activity on a typical afternoon with the 
opportunity to really see the inadequacy/lack of open park space to meet all types of community needs/demands. 

They were also very kind and generous to share an Aug. 15, 2018 City Council Resolution, #18-180, introduced by Honolulu 
City Council Members Ms. Kobayashi & Ms. Fukunaga shown at: 
http://www4.honolulu.gov/docushare/dsweb/Get/Document-209742/18-180.PDF Moreover, they offered to support the 
resolution and help. 

With that said, we the Dog Lover's agree the above resolution is great/long overdue. We the Dog Lover's will thus march 
forward, in tandem, to advocate on behalf of all petition supporters to “Make Ala Moana Park Pet Friendly” and to show our 
wholehearted support for Mayor Caldwell’s proposal to create a “Dog Park”. Which we the Dog Lover's believe his 
administration deserves for proactively responding to pleas possibly heard from the community of pet lovers and others. And 
further, to support their effort to truly make our park the “People’s Park” which we the Dog Lovers believe is aligned with the 
spirit of Malama Moana’s voiced objective. Hopefully, too this will help move Hawaii, from “dead last” on the list pet friendly 
states, to a far more respectable position. 
 
Lastly, PLEASE do submit comments/feedback in favor of the “Dog Park” as proposed in the City’s draft EIS, which are due by 
8/22/2018 to the following: 

2

 
 
kcaldwell@honolulu.gov 
rkroning@honolulu.gov 
jhiramatsu@bchdesign.com 
 
 
And PLEASE PLEASE PLEASE encourage other pet lovers to sign our petition and support our effort by providing 
feedback/comments. 
 
 
Parker the Australian Labradoodle and Bailey the Havashu  
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Joanne Hiramatsu

From: Zachary Carias <zmc808@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2018 6:20 PM
To: kcaldwell@honolulu.gov; Joanne Hiramatsu; rkroning@honolulu.gov
Subject: Concerns to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, Ala Moana Regional Park, issued by Belt 

Collins on July 8, 2018

Aloha, 
 
I am commenting on the Master Plan for Ala Moana Regional Park DEIS. I do like many of the proposed actions in the Master Plan, however 
there are proposed actions to which I have issues with. I feel strongly about the following issues for the following reasons: 
 
First of three issues with the DEIS is the "Widening (of) the shared-use path along the makai side of Ala Moana Park Drive" in Section 2.3.6. 
The projected new pathway does not include the current grass section along the sidewalk and the new promenade is meant to include 
cyclists and small motorists (i.e. segways). The current pathway allows space for pedestrians and a space for families to enjoy a 
comfortable, grassy area to relax on while at Ala Moana Beach Park. The grassy section along the sidewalk is perfect for the families as they 
are near the ocean and can still watch their children play in the water. The projected promenade will cause the families to constantly cross 
the street as they go to and from their beach set-up and the ocean. The constant street crossing may increase pedestrian traffic and the 
possibility for accidents with motorists. The other sub-issue is the projected increase of cyclists and segways on the pathway. The projected 
promenade is advertised to increase the idea of Ala Moana Beach Park being a "destination". I agree, Ala Moana Beach Park is a destination 
therefore there is no need for cyclists to be going up and down the beach pathway when there is a perfect pathway on the other side of the 
green lawn and there can instead be bike racks for the cyclist to lock their bikes at the beach park entrances. This goes for the Segway tours 
as well. 
 
Recommendation for cyclists and small motorists: 
- A marked lane on the street along the mauka side of the park drive for cyclists, scooters, segways, etc. 
 
The second issue with the DEIS is "Reconfiguring parking on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive to add more stalls" in Section 2.3.5. I 
believe the reconfiguration from parallel to perpendicular stalls on the mauka side of Ala Moana Park Drive is unsafe. The parking will cause 
more traffic along the Ala Moana Park Drive as both sides of traffic try to park in the projected perpendicular stalls. Additionally, as drivers 
are pulling into or out of the stalls, there becomes multiple blind spots and possibility for accidents.To repeat, the addition of parking stalls 
has potential to increase park users and traffic.  
 
The third issue with the DEIS is "Add a dog park near Kewalo Basin" in Section 2.3.1. As a dog owner, I agree that the dogs residing in 
apartments and condos in the Ward area deserve a green space for socialization and exercise. However, a dog park near Kewalo Basin is 
not the area to provide such a space. There are many more parks in the area that would be great for a dog park and increase those park 
functionalities and usage, such as Kakaako area. 
 
Please do not go forward with these plans for the reasons I have stated. In closing, thank you again for allowing me to voice my concerns. I 
do hope you listen to what the people of Hawaii want and do not want. 
 
Sincerely, 
Zachary Carias 
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Rebecca Choi

From: zojing@aol.com
Sent: Tuesday, March 19, 2019 9:36 PM
To: Ala Moana EIS
Cc: Ala Moana EIS; Joanne Hiramatsu<alamoanaeis@bchdesign.com; zojing@aol.com
Subject: RE: Second Draft Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS), Ala Moana Regional Park & Magic Island 

Improvements

March 19, 2019     
                                                                                                                            
FROM:  Zojing Tom & QZ Tom
              zojing@aol.com
              350 Ward Ave, Unit 106-78,
              Honolulu, Hi 96814

RE:  Second Draft Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS), Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island Improvements, 
issued by Belt Collins on February 8, 2019

Dear Mayor Caldwell,

I am commenting on the SDEIS Master Plan for Ala Moana Regional Park and Magic Island. 
There are enough 'tourist-friendly' beaches for tourists staring from Hawaiian Hilton...thru Hale Koa to Halekulani 
Hotel...Sheraton, etc,, all the way to end of Kalakaua, and those beaches are for locals too.  We have too many over 
crowded beaches already. There is no need to turn the most 'locally friendly', the local's top favorite beach, into another 
'tourist friendly' beach. 

I think Ala Moana Beach and Magic Island Lagoon are 2 of the last 'less invaded' beaches on this side of the island, in 
Honolulu, close to town and Waikiki. Most people enjoy it because it is not crowded with tourists, not yet...

My biggest issue with the SDEIS is in Section (2.3.14, Sand Replenishment and Long-Term Beach Nourishment..  I do not 
believe that enough studies were done over an extended period of time to safely say that adding sand from any of the 
sites will not harm the fish, turtles or plant life at Magic Island or along the shore of Ala Moana Beach Park.  

Don't screw up our beaches for us pleeeeasssee. Once they killed the marine life, regrets won't bring them back.

I am also opposed to SDEIS 2.3.1.  A Dog Park within AMRP.  I am so surprise they are putting 'tourist and money' first 
with dog playground for the rich.  Once the dogs play at the playground, what’s to prevent dog owners from let them swim 
among people. Where does their poop go, not always on the doggy ground, that’s why people ‘walk their dogs’, correct?  
And diseases can be spread from dog poop into the water.

I am also opposed to SDEIS 2.3.15, the one acre “World-Class” playground that can hold 500  children.  More children will 
also turn the beach park into chaos, a mini-dirty-Disneyland; that will cost a lot to maintain, our tax dollars should go to 
more worthwhile projects, don’t you agree??.   

If people like crowds, send them to Vegas, Hong Kong, New York.                                                                                  
This is Hawaii, paradise with trees, blue lagoons, where people, mainly adults (either well-off or with life-saving) come to 
relax and kick back, not to listen to ‘screaming kids’ on ‘water slides’ or ‘whatever rides’.

We have priority too.  After all, we pay our tax for Hawaii, not the tourists, We vote for politicians, not the 
tourists.                                Don't forget to look after our interest, in order to benefit your interest.

Please do not go forward with these Proposed Actions for the reasons I have stated.  
Please listen to what the people of Hawai`i want and don’t want. 
Our future depends on it, and so do yours.

Sincerely yours,                                                                                                                                          
Zojing Tom & QZ Tom
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