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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 



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. 

• Coordinate Hawaiian pond design and landscaping with adjacent Canoe Hālau (item 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  

https://www.nps.gov/history/local-law/gis/html/quals.html
https://www.nps.gov/history/local-law/gis/html/quals.html
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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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• 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 
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• 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 
secondary sense of entry at 
the Kamakee Street end of the 
Park. 
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 –  
Canoe Hālau 
Crossing and 
Canoe Launch 
Ramp 

The Canoe Hālau building was completed within the 
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 

Drive from the hālau.  
• 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 Hālau  
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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